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FFFFororororwardwardwardward    

 

A few years ago, on a lazy summer evening, my dog Monty and I were lucky enough 

to be completely alone amidst the decadently mythologised remains of Tintagel 

Castle in the English county of Cornwall. I remember standing atop the rocky outcrop 

near the once elaborate herb gardens, watching the sea lazily attack the cliffs far 

below me, and I remember being hit by a sense of wonder that only the past 

delivers. This castle on a remote cliff top on a remote island at the end of the world. 

Who lived here? Why did they choose here?  

'Why?' is a question all of us share in asking – why are things the way they are? This 

fundamental question has driven cultural theory through a perpetual cycle of 

romance and science, of theory and absolution. Studying what one did, usually the 

very end product of a complex series of circumstances, provides the best armament 

to enter the arena of answering why one did it.  

The past can never be experienced again, the breadth and sheer complexity of the 

millennia that has occurred before, is as insurmountable a task as seeing an 

elephant through a microscope. We may visit the sites, and walk in the footsteps of 

the billions of the people who have lived their entire lives in a world so alien to our 

own, but we can never take part in that shared experience that makes history. Yet, 

we do share with our ancestors a fundamental set of principles, we simply physically 

manifest them with our own technology, with our own ideas of what matters. To 

'fortify' a specific area is the apotheosis of the theoretical idea of 'liminality' - the act 

of turning a space into a place. The need to protect what is ours, to gain what is not, 

and not trust the in-between is as prevalent in today's society as it was in every 

preceding era. As a means of establishing control, as can be seen in the sheer 

number of playing card Roman forts dotted around the British landscape from the 1st 

century, or as a means to shock and awe a populace into subjugation, such as can 

be seen via the castles Edward I built in Wales in the 13th century. The fortified past 

of England is all around us, each signifying an idea that an underlying cause is 

always the same, it is simply the means of coping that change.  

Each place contains a rich vein of human experience, of stories and legends that still 

have the power to influence our lives today. Sue Carter, within the realms of the 

pages before you, masterfully brings together a selection of these fortified places, 

places of change and stagnation, each one a mirror to its wider socio-political and 

cultural circumstances. These places were almost always constructed to keep the 

world out, and many lie forgotten amidst the bustle of the modern world. Through a 

lifelong crusade Sue conspires to lift the drawbridge, and let the modern world, and 

you, in once again. 

 

Paddy Lambert 
Archaeologist, UK 
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Preface 

 
Welcome to the amazing and exciting world of England’s fortified sites. 
 
I have always had a passion for history, heritage and archaeology. Bought up in 
England when ‘Elf and Safety’ did not apply, memories of making wattle and daub 
structures in primary school, running around castles, up and down iron age ramparts, 
and watching archaeological digs underway at St Augustine’s in Canterbury, were a 
part of everyday life. My playgrounds were the castles of Dunster, Bodium, Leeds, 
Chilham and Dover, as well as the Henrican coastal castles of Walmer, Deal and 
Dover, to name a few, and not forgetting the amazing Martello Towers – or as we 
affectionately called them Marshmallow Towers!  
 
Running around and expending energy was only a minor aspect of the sites for me. 
My imagination was fuelled by the very sense of the places, and the people who 
once lived there – Who were they? What did they look like? What were their names? 
What did they eat? How did they spend their days? Who were their friends? I would 
imagine at the castles being a Lady riding across the drawbridge with my attendants 
waiting for me; or being a Roman cavalry officer riding into the fort to inspect my 
troops; or as a runaway slave hiding from the people who wanted to buy me at the 
historic and former port town of Sandwich, which once sat upon the coast. 
 
History is a huge part of my life, and believe it or not, yours too. It makes us who we 
are today and explains why we do things the way we do. Yet so much of the past is 
lost, covered up and dismissed - that part of history that lets us know about the lives 
of the everyday person, like you and me. In my research, and the following pages, 
you will find nuggets of information – the myths, legends, covered up or forgotten 
family stories and gossip; the interesting facts that have been lost through the 
passage of time or dismissed as unimportant. 
 
The information within these pages is to introduce you to the other side of history – 
the personal side. Guide books contain the basic information enabling you to enjoy a 
great day out in limited time; in-depth books usually only cover the main events, the 
buildings and their contents in relation to fixtures, fittings and treasures, as well as 
interesting facts on development over time. 
 
The following pages peel back the layers of personal and forgotten histories. In order 
to do this I have referred back to the earliest writings and documents I have access 
to. Unravelling the personal, lost and sometimes dismissed information that bring 
sites to life. 
 
I write because it is a passion of mine and my love of history makes the process fun 
and exciting. As a research archaeologist, digging up the past comes natural to me! 
Expect more volumes in the future as I continue to research and write about 
England’s colourful and amazing history.  
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IntroductionIntroductionIntroductionIntroduction    

 
Places hold histories – ghosts of times gone by. In my research I like to look at the 
very early books and notes that people have written about castles and fortified sites. 
Sometimes these hold nuggets of wisdom regarding lost or forgotten stories and 
tales of their occupants. Places that have now crumbled through the pages of history 
have descriptions and knowledge regarding their interiors and the workings of the 
staff and owners of their mystical remains. 
 
Facts are all well and good, but tales of people, events and the everyday activities 
they undertook also hold a fascinating glimpse into a world mostly forgotten, 
sometimes covered up, but all to easily dismissed in today’s global activities. 
 
With so much of the word’s history and heritage being lost every day through war, 
conflict, demolition, destruction, ignorance, and the passing of people who held a 
wealth of information, I personally feel it is very important for us to uncover, 
remember and inform others of the everyday lives of our ancestors. The past is 
delicate and if we do not learn from it, it will come back to haunt us. 
 
Heritage makes us who we are today and explains why we act the way we do. It is in 
our DNA. If we do not understand where we come from how can we move forward? 
Break down those barriers of ignorance and intolerance? History gives the answers 
through understanding, knowledge and education, allowing us to move forwards, 
together, with compassion. 
 
The following pages contain the histories of seven fortified sites of England. They are 
in no particular order and can be read together or individually. Below is a short 
synopsis of each one. 
 
The first site is Tothill in London. The once thought of ‘lost’ central meeting place and 
law site of the Druids of England. Situated next to the River Thames it controlled the 
perfect location for trade, meeting foreign visitors and the intersection of the major 
roads weaving across England. It was no accident that the Palace of Westminster 
and Westminster Abbey are situated there, following on from Druid rituals including 
the coronation of Kings – which still happen on the site to this day. 
 
Next comes a site just outside of Liverpool - a bustling metropolis which was once 
the central location for the administration for the whole of the northwest of Britain – 
or was it? Little known is the fact that it was not Liverpool, nor her castle, which was 
the original centre of administration, but the small district of West Derby. 
 
With its own castle once held by Edward the Confessor, West Derby was 
strategically important as the closest fortified site, and shortest sea crossing to 
Ireland, and as such hosted many of the lands highest ranking officials. Tussled over 
by magnates and kings, this now unassuming patch of parkland once held the future 
of England in its hands. 
 
Beverstone Castle in Gloucestershire is now a subdivision of private residences. The 
site once had the reputation of housing one of the most horrific dungeons in 
England. Held in the past by some of England’s most powerful families, including the 
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Berkeley’s of nearby Berkeley Castle, this site holds tales of love, betrayal and 
kidnap. It may be small but its colourful past outshines some of the largest and best 
known castles in the land! 
 
Portchester Castle in Hampshire is a stunning sight both landwards and seawards. 
Jutting out into the Solent you can still imagine Roman Legions or Medieval Knights 
contained within its high walls. Constructed by the Roman Army, Portchester still 
bears their impressive walls standing to a height of over 6m today. Tucked away in 
the northwest corner is the Medieval castle once held by Richard II. 
 
The period I have focused on at Portchester Castle is that of the Dark Ages; the 
period between the Roman withdrawal from Britain and the Norman invasion in 
1066. The Dark Age history of the site includes high status dwellings and internal 
activity which, through archaeological investigations, have shown was held by and 
elite and/or high status person, as well as a loose connection with the infamous King 
Arthur himself. 
 
Exeter, the county town of Devon hides a past of violence, bloodshed and treachery! 
Once the centre of England for producing beautiful illuminated manuscripts, its 
location sealed its fate. Constantly attacked throughout the Dark Ages by the 
Vikings, Angles, Saxons and Danes, the town lives by its motto Semper Fidelis – 
Always Faithful – and history bears witness that it lives up to its promise. 
 
The village of Minster, on the Isle of Thanet, is a teenage haunt of mine. You would 
never have guessed that the sleepy little village was once the spiritual heart of 
England. 
 
Vikings often attacked the Isle of Thanet, and with the Minster in the hands of nuns, 
they returned often for plunder and treasures. However, this awful threat was not 
always undertaken from across the sea. Those dastardly monks from Canterbury 
were just as ruthless in their grave-robbing and stealing ways! 
 
The Dissolution, under Henry VIII should have seen an end to the Minster, however, 
this little site, with a heart of gold, would not give up, and it still beats strong today. 
 
Dunster Castle in Somerset, as mentioned, is very close to my heart. My father was 
tour guide and researcher at the castle. Overlooking the best preserved medieval 
village in Britain, you cannot help but wonder at the castle, perched on the hill. Once 
believed to have been King Arthurs Camelot, the site has had a long and varied past. 
 
Safeguarding the Prince of Wales during a time of plague in the 17th century, the 
castle was to fall to the hands of the Parliamentarians during England’s bloody Civil 
War. This piece concludes with some of my own personal, and strong thoughts. 
 
I encourage you read and then visit, or revisit, the sites, taking in all the new 
information and feel the presence of the souls that once lived, and most often than 
not, died there. 
 
Sue, 2017 
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Tothill Mound, London 

 

  

Somehow or other, it is not always the well-documented sites that set the 
imagination racing; 

it is often the smaller, remoter sites, where few people come that the past seems 
to merge with the present and our ancestors seem very near. 

(Vaughan-Thomas 1980:8). 
 

 
Tothill Mound once sat at the bend of Horseferry Road close to the banks of the 
River Thames. In Saxon times the area included marshes as it was a floodplain for 
the area,  
 

The tide then stopped at Westminster and the river, flowing south to north 
along this stretch, spread out across its own floodplain. There were a number 
of islands or eyots rising from the water. The banks were low (Ackroyd 
2008:68) 

 
Lost in the pages of history, Tothill may once have been the centre of Druidic activity 
including meetings and the passing of national laws. 
 

 
Location of Tothill Mound 

 
There is much debate as to the origin of the name Tothill; what it means, and how it 
has changed through the years. In 1828 the etymology was described as ‘a general 
term for any small eminence of observation’ (Lisle-Bowles 1828:107) and is believed 
to have come from the Saxon word ‘teotan’ (Allies 1852:233) meaning, to look out. In 
1878 the name of Tothill had begun to shed more light into its possible beginnings, 
 

The origin of the word ‘Tot-hill’ is probably the “toot”, or beacon hill, from the 
Welsh word ‘twt’, a spring or rising: and the name was probably given to this 
district from a beacon placed here, as the highest spot in and around the flat 
region of Westminster (Walford 1878:14). 

 
Tothill did have a spring near it and so this makes a lot of sense, however, Walford 
continues, 
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The antiquary Mr Wykeham, however, derived the name from Tuet, the chief 
divinity of the Druids, and the equivalent of Thoth, the Egyptian Mercury, 
adding that the ‘Tot’, ‘Teut’, ‘tut’, or ‘thoth’ hill, often, by the way, styles ‘Tuttle’ 
and ‘Tut-Hill’, was the spot on which solemn proclamations were made to the 
people (Walford 1878:14). 
 

Egypt and Mercury – interesting. I thought the writer was going out on a limb until I 
came across Bayley (2007), who also mentions Egypt, in association with moot hills. 
The name closely resembles Toot Hills, and in the past mists of time they may have 
been one and the same thing. ‘The word moot is evidently the Egyptian MAAT, 
MAHT, MUT or MAUT, Goddess of Truth and Justice’ (Bayley 2007:49). With this in 
mind you have to ponder how, why and when aspects of Egyptian language and 
culture found their way onto the green hills of England.  
 
Other etymology gives just an outline of the words and we see that ‘tor/tot/twt/too, 
mean spring or rising ground’ (Ackroyd 2012:12). Another interesting piece of writing 
gives us a glimpse into the world of Geoffrey Chaucer’s Miller’s Tale where the 
‘viritoot’ is mentioned. The explanation states ‘the OED [Old English Dictionary] entry 
for toot, ‘isolated conspicuous hill, lookout hill’ (Breeze 1994: 204). 
 
Given their association with past meetings and places of law we cannot forget to 
mention the Druids. It is believed that London was controlled by four main Toothills – 
Tothill (Westminster), The Llandin (Parliament Hill), Penton (New River reservoir) 
and Bryn Gwyn (White Mound of the Tower of London) (Gordon 1914:6), and that 
they were controlled by the Druids. There is so little known about this group of 
people and their control over the Kings of England, practices and colleges, however, 
what we do know is that we cannot rule out the possibility of them being involved in 
the Toot Hills - law, justice and punishment - in the past. We are informed that ‘there 
are Druidical remains in general wherever the name of Taute, or Tott, or Tad, is 
found in England (Lisle-Bowles 1828:98). We are also aware that in ancient customs 
artificial mounds and hilltops were used for Courts of Justice (Bayley 2007:49). 
 
The earliest writings about, and of, the London area come from Caesar and Strabo 
where they describe the citing of woods, groves and springs by the Britons as also 
being the main places of towns. Camden (1607) hypothesises that the name London 
comes from the ancient British language, 
 

Such woods or groves are in the British tongue named Ilhwn, I encline a little 
to the opinion that London thence took name:.For the Britons tearme a city 
dinas whence the Latins have fetched their dinum, and hence it is that else-
where it is called Longdinium (Camden 1607) 

 
Drawing all of the etymology together we can see that generally the ‘toot’ meant a hill 
or artificial mound that was either used as a place of meetings, law practice and/or a 
look out. Also, that the naming of London may have some connection to these hills 
with sacred groves and/or springs and associated with the Druids. All of these 
aspects were present at the site of Toot Hill in London. But there againO. The actual 
origins of the name may have come from old English or be derived from Egyptian 
language and culture. 
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Location of Toot Hill, Westminster 
Rogue’s Map 1746 

 
So what was the real reason for these toot or moot hills – what role did they play 
within society and what was their chief reason for being? Several hypothesis have 
been put forward including Holy places, astronomical requirements, lookouts, places 
of law and even sacrifice. 
 
Across Britain there are a number of hills that have stones placed upon them. 
Caesar made note of the fact in his writings,  
 

Caesar, in his remarks upon the religion of Britain, observes, that Mercury 
was the chief object of popular veneration; that there were many images of 
him, and that he stands as a guide over the hills and trackways. Not that the 
Roman Mercury was actually worshipped by that name before Caesar’s 
arrival in Britain; but stones being sacred to Mercury among the Greeks and 
Romans, and Caesar perceiving the artificial mounds surmounted by a stone 
or simulacrum, were particularly venerated, he thence concluded that Mercury 
was the God held in particular esteem (Allies 1852:234). 
 

Caesar interpreted the stones upon the mounds to be linked to Mercury who is the 
equivalent God to the British Woden, who gave his name to Wednesday. Mercury 
was the God that conducted the dead (Lisle-Bowles 1828:91) and with this 
association it can be seen why the Romans made the connection between the Toot 
hills with their standing stones on top and their God. The ancient British may not 
have had much of a written language, but symbolism carried more weight than the 
written word, ‘a stone being his first rude representation and placed on eminences, 
natural or artificial, and then called Toot Hills’ (Lisle-Bowles 1828:39).  
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Where a stone and a mound are found it is believed to represent a Holy place. When 
Christianity came to the British islands they found the best and most convenient way 
of gaining attention was to build their churches near, next to, or upon, pagan sites. 
Westminster Abbey was built next to Toot Hill in London. In Peterborough, too, the 
abbey was built next to a mound with the Toot name, ‘who is the old Saxon God, 
whom the Roman’s recognised and called Mercurius, both apparently, known by the 
cippus once upon the mound’ (Rose 1869:175). A cippus is a small low pillar that 
was inscribed.  
 
What has happened to the cippus from the London Toot Hill – is it still to be found in 
the neighbourhood? Does it have any relation to the London Stone? A stone 
believed to have been the Stone of Brutus and on-par with the Scottish Stone of 
Destiny? 
 
The London Stone is unique to London and for years has been described as ‘the 
oldest object in London, formally placed in the centre of the city’ (Lemon 1866:85). 
This infamous lump of stone is actually ‘a block of Oolithic limestone measuring 21 
inches wide, 17 inches high and 12 inches front to back’ (Clark 2010:39). Originally it 
stood on the opposite side of Cannon Street and in 1666, ‘Wren, after the great fire, 
dug about it, he discovered the remains of a very substantial monument’ (Lemon 
1866:35). Could this have been one of the other Druidic centres in London of the 
past?  
 
In Saxon times the London Stone was mentioned as being a landmark during the 
reign of King Athelstone, 925-941 (Lemon: 1866; Nicholl 1768)), and in 1450 Cade 
struck it with his cane when declaring himself mayor. Is this a reflection of times past 
when the same action was undertaken and ‘London Stone was, as other great 
stones were, a prehistoric monument around which gathered an open air legislature’ 
(Fleming 1918:207). 
 
The very name of the object ‘certainly hints at a special significance’ (Clark 2010:39) 
and in medieval times it was used as a boundary marker (Oliver 2010:168). The fact 
it has remained important and considered a great relic of London says there must 
once have been something very important about it, or, is it ‘simply famous for being 
famous?’ (Clark 2010:56).   
 
Did the London Stone stand on top of another mound that has since been lost over 
the passage of time? It stood outside St Swithin’s Church until it was moved out of 
the street and placed beside the door of the church; again, there is the possibility of 
a Pagan site being taken over by the Christian church next to it. It is well known that 
the London Stone is only a portion of the original stone and that more of it, and 
possibly an inscription, lies beneath the modern day Cannon Street.  
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1550 Copper plate map showing the London Stone in its original position before it 
was moved. 

 
 

With the position of Tothill, and Westminster Abbey being built next to it, plus taking 
into account the Toot mound at Peterborough and the original position of the London 
Stone next to St Swithin’s Church, some believe that ‘London mounds, which bear 
so many similar characteristics, are in fact the Holy sites of Druid ritual’ (Ackroyd 
2012:12); and not just London either – they span the length and breadth of Britain. 
 
The Druids are a mystery unto themselves and we may never know their true 
positions name or activities and roles they played,  
 

The name ‘druid’ as was given the group of people known to Caesar, comes 
from the Ind-European dru-wides, the first element meaning ‘well’, ‘very’, or 
‘all’, and the second meaning ‘vision seeing’ or ‘knowledge’. ‘All-seer’, ‘All-
knower’ or ‘All-wise’ seemed to approximate the original meaning. The druids 
were the ‘wise ones’:.. The importance of the Druids in the Celtic world is 
demonstrated by the fact that they held a place in society above that of the 
king. No king or chief could speak at an assembly before the druid had 
spoken. But they were more than just sorcerers; they were also heavily 
involved in the running of society; they were the judges and lawmen, wielding 
real political power (Grigsby 2002:18-19).  
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Druid Stones.  

John Sinclair, 1890 
 

Associated with mounds, and the Druids, are also sacred springs. There is one very 
close to the Tothill – in Dean’s Yard, Westminster (Gordon 1914; Ackroyd 2012). 
Sacred springs were places of divination and healing, and worship of the God of 
water, ‘native Gods tended to be highly localised in nature, often linked to natural 
features’ (Eaton 2014:81). The worship of water goes way back through prehistory. 
 

Hydrolatry, or the worship of water, expressed through the veneration of 
springs, wells, rivers and lakes for their sacred properties, goes back deep 
into prehistoric times:. Megalithic standing stones and stone circles seem 
often to have been erected close to springs and wells or linked to rivers 
(Bradley 2012:37) 

 
That one exists at Westminster is no surprise. Another interesting fact is the west 
door of the Abbey faces the position of where Tothill once stood (Lethaby 1902). 
 
Sacred wells were also connected with astronomy,  
 

The famous Holy Well in Dean’s Yard, Westminster, may very possibly, nay 
probably was a Druidic well connected with the astronomical observations of 
the circle on Thorney and the Tothill. That wells were used by the ancient 
astronomers we learn from Strabo the ancient geographer:.’ (Gordon 
1914:114).  

 
The use of astronomy by the Druids has been recorded since Caesar, and it is 
believed that a stone circle once stood where Westminster Abbey now stands, or 
very close to it, and was the location from where they conducted their astronomy,  
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They [Druids] hold various lectures and discussions on astronomy, on the 
extent and geographical distribution of the globe, on the different branches of 
natural philosophy, and on many problems connected with religion (McDevitte 
& Bohn 1869). 
 

With a Holy, or Sacred, Well located next to Tothill, and its close proximity with the 
astronomical observations of the Thorney circle it is becoming clearer as to the 
importance of Tothill. The next aspect adds even more light on the subject of 
importance and positioning; its association with roads and trackways. 
 
Roads, trackways and astronomy were, it seems, interrelated. Gordon (1914) tells us 
that ‘the astronomy of the mounds is now duplicated in related roads’ (Gordon 
1914:168). This would add to the understanding that the Tothills’ acted as lookouts 
and were able to warn people of approaching raids. It is also understood that 
 

[The hills] are either close to, or near upon the sides of roads, appears to 
favour the opinion that they were sacred to the Celtic Teutates, who was to 
guide over the hills and trackways (Allies 1852:234). 

 
Is it then a coincidence that the route of Watling Street, the missing link, went right 
past Tothill? ‘It was a protection overlooking Watling Street’ (Lethaby 1902) and 
Caesar even mentions the relation between the mounds and roads,  
 

Caesar - [6.17] - They worship as their divinity, Mercury in particular, and 
have many images of him, and regard him as the inventor of all arts, they 
consider him the guide of their journeys and marches, and believe him to 
have great influence over the acquisition of gain and mercantile transactions 
(McDevitte & Bohn 1869). 
 

The trackways, mounds, and the Gods all played an important role within society and 
sadly, this knowledge has been lost – only remnants of its mysteries survive within 
the place names and their locations.  
 

 
Old map superimposed on modern map of the course of Watling Street 

© Sue T Carter 
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Having looked at the etymology, background and positioning of Toothills, it now 
comes to the actual positioning of Tothill, Westminster. As we have seen, the 
mounds and hills location and positioning were not by accident – they were located 
at specific places for specific reasons.  
 
The position of Tothill, Westminster, is one of major importance. It sat near the ford 
crossing of the Thames, later recognised and utilized by the Romans with Watling 
Street. It was on an island and considered to be one of the holy places of London 
(Ackroyd 2012:12). Thorney Island was described early as being ‘swamp fields’ 
(Abbott 2000:11), on common ground and displaying evidence of having once been 
a defended site (Lethaby 1902). The hill was the highest point in the surrounding 
area of Westminster and the perfect spot for a beacon (Mayhew 1856:360; Walford 
1878:14). 
 
William Camden (1551-1623), the well known writer and antiquarian, mentions that 
‘Tothill was Burywic to Westminster’ (Rose 1869: 175), which gives a clue as to its 
past importance, and this continued for many hundreds of years, and the fact that it 
sat within the Sanctuary limits of Westminster was no accident (Besant et al 1902). 
 
Being situated on Thorney Island, Tothill held a special place within British politics. It 
is believed to have been the place of national assembly, and associated with the 
early British Kings (Gordon 1914:117). It is little wonder then that Westminster Abbey 
was constructed next to it – where British Royalty has been crowned, and the 
majority of Royal weddings have taken place? 

 
Temple of Rowldritch  

G Higgins 1827 

 
The history of Tothill does single it out as being a place of major importance. We 
know that in the past the site held great significance, of ‘ancient British origin and 
derivation’ (Allies 1852:234), and as an ‘ancient palace of the Saxon kings’ (Jesse 
1847:214). It has also been suggested that it was ‘a Saxon military moundO. a 
protection overlooking Watling Street’ (Lethaby 1902), and that it was one of the 
sacred mounds that controlled London in its early days, with its sacred spring, it was 
a place of prehistoric worship (Ackroyd 2012:12).  
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With its connection to control of a major area, there is little wonder Tothills was 
associated with the early British Kings. It was known as an ancient place of 
sanctuary and its rights and privileges were ‘one thousand years later renewed by 
Edward the Confessor in a charter’ (Gordon 1914:132).  
 

The devout king destined to God that place both for that it was near unto the 
famous and wealthy city of London, and also had a pleasant situation 
amongst fruitful fields lying round about it, with the principal river running hard 
by, bringing in from all parts of the world great variety of wares and 
merchandise of all sorts to the city adjoining: but chiefly for the love of the 
Chief Apostle whom he reverenced with a special and singular affection 
(Gordon 1914:133) 

 
This adds to the theory that Tothill still held its mystical past which included the ‘last 
remnants of old beliefs and customs’ (Gomme 1885:11). Those long held beliefs and 
customs were turned on their heads when Christianity hit the shores of Britain. It is 
little wonder that the most magnificent building, used by Royalty for coronations and 
Royal weddings, Westminster Abbey, would be built next to one of the most 
important sites within England of that time. 
 
The use of Tothill as a site for worship precedes the Saxon period as we find 
contained within a British Manuscript of very early date that ‘the primitive church was 
replaced by a temple to Apollo, then restored in AD 488 by Ambrosius Aurelianus’ 
(Robb 2013). One of the earliest Christian churches founded in AD 662 by Saxuloph, 
the very first Bishop of Peterborough, ‘in the time of St Etheldreda’ (Watson 
1827:559), we find that in AD 870 the Danes attacked and destroyed the monastery 
that had grown up at the site, and it was subsequently rebuilt in 972 for Benedictine 
monks by King Edgar (Watson 1827), and then again in 1085 by Abbot Gunter. 
Clearly the site was of major importance at such an early date and still carried with it 
some of the very earliest traditions and laws once established there. The College 
Gardens are believed to have been named after a Druidical College that formally 
stood on the site, and these were only found at places of great importance.  
 
As mentioned earlier, toothills were commonly topped with a menhir and it would be 
interesting to see whether such a stone has been incorporated into the stonework of 
Westminster Abbey, and do any carvings remain upon it? Menhirs and memorial 
stones are well known for having been used as places where oaths were witnessed 
and it is no coincidence that the capture and moving of the Scottish Stone of Destiny 
to London ended up in Westminster Abbey. Kings and Queens of Britain have been 
giving their oaths on the throne (Gilbert & Blackett 1998:325), with the Stone of 
Destiny encased below the seat – an ancient custom that still carries on today. Yes, 
the Stone of Destiny was returned to Scotland on 15 November 1996, and is housed 
at Edinburgh Castle, whilst not in use for Coronations, however, for coronations will 
be transported back to London. The continuing importance of such stones and oaths 
lives on. 
 
Meetings and gatherings were held in the Tothill area from a very early time and they 
continued when Thorney Island no longer existed as an island and was built over. As 
well as the ancient British meetings and gatherings, it is recorded that after the 
coronation of Eleanor, Queen of Henry III in 1236, there were ‘great tournaments 
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and ceremonies’ (Wheatley & Cunningham 2011:386) on Tothill Fields. In 1248 a 
great fair was held in the fields but due to rain and bad weather was a washout 
(Besant et al 1902).  
 
During the unrest of the Civil War a battery and breastwork were built on the fields as 
part of the defences of London. The fort was, at separate times, used by both the 
Royalist and Parliamentarian armies. Parliament installed ’14,000 men were here at 
one time’ (Besant et al 1902). This was not the first time that there had been signs of 
conflict at the site. Tothill had, for centuries, been the site where ‘wagers of battle 
and appeal by combat’ had been decided (Timbs 1855:761), keeping alive one of the 
old traditions of meetings and decision making. 
 

 
1749 Map of Civil War Defences 

  
 

In 1651 it is recorded that Tothill Fields saw a fairly dark side in history, in relation to 
the Scottish,  
 

Heath’s Chronicle records, Scottish prisoners “driven like a heard of swine 
through Westminster to Tuthill Fields and there sold to several merchants, 
and sent to the Barbados:::.4,000 Scots, Highlanders or Redshanks 
many with their wives and bairns, 1,200 were buried in Tutthill Fields (Timbs 
1855:761). 
 

In 1665 when the Black Death was rampant the ‘dead were buried in the open Tuttle 
Fields’ (Timbs 1855:761). I have not been able to find any records relating to the 
building over of Tothill Fields and whether any human remains were found. That 
humans were buried could be thought of in terms of Druidic ritual and human 
sacrifice which may also have once occurred on the site. 
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There are very few mentions of Tothill in past records, and when the actual mound 
disappeared is not recorded, but there is a clue as to how it may have been swept 
away. The mound is shown on Rogues Map of 1746, as shown earlier (Walford 
1878: Lisle-Bowles 1828), and it is noted in 1878 (Walford) that some old 
Almshouses on Tothill Fields may have stood on the site of the mound, 
 

Some interest is awakened by the circumstance that the site on which these 
almshouses once stood was a spot sacred alike to the Briton, the Romans, 
and the Saxon (Walford 187814). 
 

 
 

Red Lion Almshouses on the site of the old Toot Hill 
  

This is the only reference I have been able to find in relation to the possible demise 
of this once ancient and sacred site, revered by the Druids and Royalty and once the 
centre of astronomy, law and meetings.  
 
Now lost through the mists of time, Tothills legacy continues in Westminster Abbey 
and the Palace of Westminster – is it any coincidence that the government has its 
centre on this once sacred site as the Houses of Parliament from where Britain is still 
being governed.; and is it a process that goes back in the mists of time to the very 
beginnings of settlement in the area? And that Royalty have such a huge connection 
with Westminster Abbey. 
 
Tothill still holds onto many of its secrets, yet its past, present and future are all 
entwined through royalty and governance of the British Isles. 
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West Derby Castle

It is not the majesty of a building that dictates its history, but the people,
events and daily moments that produce its legends, myths and folklore.

Unfortunately most are being lost to history 
duty to keep their  memory alive, as they  are pieces in the

jigsaw that make us who we  are today.

West Derby Castle is situated within West Derby
Lancashire. Although there are no physical remains of this once important castle, its 
legacy lives on as being the major centre of administration for the north
England and the precursor to the legendary castle at Liverpool
power and politics during the 11
 

 
 
 
Previously West Derby had been known as
deriving from doer – meaning deer
2015). The name ‘West’ was added to separate it from the town of Derby
Derbyshire. There was a large hunting forest in the area so the etymology
this site. The name was given by 
towns in the area; Fornby, Crosby,
Widness (Baines 1868:290). 
 
The positioning of West Derby
importance. It sat between two brooks, roughly a mile apart, on raised ground, so 
that three of its sides were protected by river and mash (Farrer & Brownbill 1908: 
544), and the whole site was surrounded by woods. 
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Castle, West Derby, Liverpool

 
It is not the majesty of a building that dictates its history, but the people,

and daily moments that produce its legends, myths and folklore.
Unfortunately most are being lost to history – it is therefore our

duty to keep their  memory alive, as they  are pieces in the
jigsaw that make us who we  are today. 

Sue Carter 2015. 

is situated within West Derby Hundred in the county of 
. Although there are no physical remains of this once important castle, its 

the major centre of administration for the north
and the precursor to the legendary castle at Liverpool, in terms of wealth, 

during the 11th and 12th centuries. 

 

had been known as Derbi and West Derbie
meaning deer; and –by – meaning an enclosure

2015). The name ‘West’ was added to separate it from the town of Derby
. There was a large hunting forest in the area so the etymology

this site. The name was given by the Danes, as were many of the local villages and 
, Crosby, Kirkby, Roby, Ormskirk, Thingwall

290).  

The positioning of West Derby Castle, when it was built, was one of strategic 
importance. It sat between two brooks, roughly a mile apart, on raised ground, so 
hat three of its sides were protected by river and mash (Farrer & Brownbill 1908: 

544), and the whole site was surrounded by woods.  

West Derby Hundred 
John Steed 
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, Liverpool 

It is not the majesty of a building that dictates its history, but the people, 
and daily moments that produce its legends, myths and folklore. 

it is therefore our 
duty to keep their  memory alive, as they  are pieces in the 

 
Hundred in the county of 

. Although there are no physical remains of this once important castle, its 
the major centre of administration for the north-west of 

, in terms of wealth, 

West Derbie with the names 
meaning an enclosure (Greaney 

2015). The name ‘West’ was added to separate it from the town of Derby, in 
. There was a large hunting forest in the area so the etymology fits well to 

, as were many of the local villages and 
, Thingwall, Garston and 

, when it was built, was one of strategic 
importance. It sat between two brooks, roughly a mile apart, on raised ground, so 
hat three of its sides were protected by river and mash (Farrer & Brownbill 1908: 
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The layout of the castle was typical of the motte
at the diagram below, A was the area of the motte with 
would have held the keep and is surrounded by a double ditch
the bailey, was slightly larger than that of the motte and this would have held 
ancillary building for the garrison and others attending to those living in the keep.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The total area of the site covered just 1¼ acres, but size should not take away from 
its importance and aesthetics. In its heyday it would have been an imposing sight 
motte, bailey, and moat, defended by wooden palisades, a mobile bridge system and 
naturally defended by marshes, rivers and woods.
 
The history and people associated with the castle 
its importance within English history. Our research begins with the ownership of the 
area by Edward the Confessor
Lancaster was included in Yorkshire
Chester divided into three. The Hundred of West Derby
between the River Ribble to Mersey
his estates in Lancaster but they were perfectly catered for in terms of hunting 
lodges and mansions. The district of
of 50,567 acres (Baines 1868:
 
Prior to the Confessor’s reign, the 
kingdoms – those of Northumbria
the Saxons. According to the Domesday Survey
 

In Derby Hundred King Edward had one manor, named Derbie, with six 
berewicks. There were four hides; 
wood two miles long and one broad, and an earie of hawks
(Baines 1868:537). 

L RIGHTS RESERVED 

The layout of the castle was typical of the motte and bailey type of its time. Looking 
was the area of the motte with B being the bailey. The motte 

would have held the keep and is surrounded by a double ditch. The area labelled 
the bailey, was slightly larger than that of the motte and this would have held 
ancillary building for the garrison and others attending to those living in the keep.  

 
 

covered just 1¼ acres, but size should not take away from 
its importance and aesthetics. In its heyday it would have been an imposing sight 

, and moat, defended by wooden palisades, a mobile bridge system and 
urally defended by marshes, rivers and woods. 

The history and people associated with the castle are interesting and demonstrates 
its importance within English history. Our research begins with the ownership of the 
area by Edward the Confessor around the year 1042. During his reign part of 

was included in Yorkshire with the remaining parts of the county and 
Chester divided into three. The Hundred of West Derby was located in the area 

to Mersey. It is not known whether The Confessor visited 
his estates in Lancaster but they were perfectly catered for in terms of hunting 
lodges and mansions. The district of West Derby, in the year 1066 covered an are
of 50,567 acres (Baines 1868:196). 

Prior to the Confessor’s reign, the River Mersey had acted as a boundary between 
those of Northumbria and Mercia, and of the territories of the Danes

the Saxons. According to the Domesday Survey 

Hundred King Edward had one manor, named Derbie, with six 
berewicks. There were four hides; land sufficient to employ fifteen ploughs; a 
wood two miles long and one broad, and an earie of hawks  

 

Plan of West Derby Castle 
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type of its time. Looking 
being the bailey. The motte 

. The area labelled B, 
the bailey, was slightly larger than that of the motte and this would have held 
ancillary building for the garrison and others attending to those living in the keep.   

covered just 1¼ acres, but size should not take away from 
its importance and aesthetics. In its heyday it would have been an imposing sight – 

, and moat, defended by wooden palisades, a mobile bridge system and 

interesting and demonstrates 
its importance within English history. Our research begins with the ownership of the 

around the year 1042. During his reign part of 
with the remaining parts of the county and 

located in the area 
. It is not known whether The Confessor visited 

his estates in Lancaster but they were perfectly catered for in terms of hunting 
, in the year 1066 covered an area 

had acted as a boundary between 
, and of the territories of the Danes and 

Hundred King Edward had one manor, named Derbie, with six 
land sufficient to employ fifteen ploughs; a 
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Soon after the Domesday Survey was compiled, the manor of Newton and 
Warrington were incorporated into West Derby, expanding its borders and making it 
richer in the process. 
 
The landholder following the Norman Conquest in 1066 was Roger of Poitou, (also 
known as Roger de Poitou, Roger comes de Poitou, and Roger the Poitevin). He 
was the younger son of Roger de Montgomery, Earl of Shrewsbury (Chandler 1989: 
1), who held vast areas of land in England and France, and a major player in 
Norman politics 
  
Roger himself married a wealthy woman, ‘Almondis, daughter of Audebert II, Count 
of La Marche and Poitou’ (Green 2002:353; Crouch 2005:44) who had vast lands 
which included the very wealthy Honour of Eye in Suffolk; and when this was added 
to Roger’s lands it made his position in Norman England a very powerful one, just 
like his father. 
 
Roger constructed the castle at West Derby sometime during the 11th century, and it 
is unknown if this was the first structure on the site or whether it replaced a possible 
hunting lodge that may already have existed. He is believed to have ‘constructed a 
timber castle on an earthen mound, with ancillary buildings within an outer bailey’ 
(Pollard & Pevsner 2006:18), a standard design for the time. 
 
Surrounding the castle and its lands were seven berewicks ‘Thingwall, Liverpool, 
Great Crosby, Aintree with part of Walton, Everton, Garston with Aigburth, and Hale 
with Halewood’. But by the end of the 12th Century more land was added to the 
manor including ‘part of Walton, Wavertree, part of Formby, Altcar, Raven Moels, 
Ainsdale, and Uplitherland’. A forest was created by either Henry I or Roger de 
Poitou, and ‘Toxteth, Smithdown, and a part of Knowsley called Croxteth were 
afforested’ (Victoria County History 1907).  
 
The extent of the lands held by Roger de Poitou, his family lands, the importance of 
his marriage and the citing of his castle at West Derby meant that he was a very 
powerful member of the Norman aristocracy. West Derby Castle became the centre 
of administration for the North West of England (Dugden 2012; Greaney 2015), 
whose importance was equal to that of Lancaster, the chief seat of the county 
(Victoria County History 1907), which Roger also held. He had built the castle at 
Lancaster at the end of the 11th Century and also founded Lancaster Priory in 1094. 
 
Part of the administration handled at West Derby Castle was the laying down and 
upholding the laws and the entries below, from the laws of the time under Roger de 
Poitou, show that crimes have not changed much over the centuries; 
 
- i,  269v (R1-40b) Roger the Poitevin; West Derby: If any freeman committed 

theft (facaret farcum), robbery (forestel), housebreaking (heinfara), or breach 
of the King’s peace (pacem regis infringebat), he paid a fine (emendabat) of 
40s. 

 
- i, 269v (R1-40c) Roger de Poitevin; West Derby: If anyone drew blood (facibat 

sanguinem), raped a woman (raptum de femina), or stayed away from the 
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shiremoot without a reasonable excuse (remanebot de siremot sine rationabili 
excusantione), he paid a fine (emendabat) of 10s. 

(Fleming 2003:221) 

In 1102 Roger rebelled against Henry I with his brothers, resulting in the loss of all   
his English lands. Henry I kept hold of the Hundred of West Derby as it produced a 
large yearly income. The Hundred stayed with the Crown and when Stephen 
became king in 1135, he granted the honour of Lancaster, including the Hundred of 
West Derby, to his son, William de Blois.  
 
In 1153 Ranulf, Earl of Chester claimed the lands as an hereditary right,  
 

Duke Henry’s Charter of 1153 – The terms suggest that Ranulf claimed the 
hereditary right in the Honours of William d’Albini Brito, Erneis de Burun, Alan 
of Lincoln and Roger Malet. To these we may add the Honour of Roger de 
Poitou, since one of the Earl’s charters implies that his father Ranulf Meschin 
had once been Lord of the portion between Ribble and Mersey (White 
1976:558). 
 

He therefore took possession and in the same year it is recorded in the Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle that the castles throughout England were repaired and strengthened, with 
Lords placing all of the labour upon the shoulders of their peasants. It is therefore 
believed that West Derby Castle would also have been strengthened and/or repaired 
in line with the unrest. In 1146 the Scots had invaded as far south as Lancaster 
(White 1976:556) and in 1149 Ranulf allied himself with King David of Scotland. 

  
It is unsure how long Ranulf held the lands as West Derby Hundred was controlled 
by Robert de Ferrers, 2nd Earl of Derby. In 1156 Robert had upset the king and later 
in that year the lands were confiscated and granted back to William of Blois.  
 
William died in 1159 without issue and the lands he held reverted back to the Crown. 
Henry II had visited Ireland in 1171 using Liverpool as an anchorage. Situated in the 
south west of the West Derby Hundred, the small anchorage was gaining a 
reputation as a good port with easy access to Ireland. (Blake 2003) demonstrating 
his knowledge of this site as the possible prospect for a larger and more important 
port. 

 
 

In 1176 Henry II granted the Hundred of West Derby to Warin de Lancaster, 
governor of Lancaster Castle. Liverpool however, was not included in this grant, 
showing the growing interest that the Crown had in the small hamlet and it’s 
closeness with easy access to Ireland.  The West Derby lands did not stay in de 
Lancaster’s hands for long and were granted to John, Earl of Mortain (later King 
John) in 1183. In 1185 John visited Ireland and used the anchorage at Liverpool as 
his port. (Blake 2003). Dudgeon (2012) has put forward the theory that John may 
have used West Derby Castle as his headquarters whilst he was in the area due to 
its importance and closeness to Liverpool, and ease of access to Ireland (Dudgeon 
2012), and this may very well have been the case, as there were no other adequate 
defended sites within the area where the King may have stayed. 
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In 1194 the Hundred of West Derby and the area of Liverpool were taken from John, 
by his brother, King Richard. In the kings hands, repairs to West Derby Castle were 
undertaken during 1197 (Historic England 2015). 
 
In 1199 following the death of Richard I, John inherited the throne, and therefore all 
the lands that had been taken from him by his brother, including Liverpool and West 
Derby Hundred, came back into his hands. In 1202 further repairs were made to 
West Derby castle. 
 
King John, busy running the country, leased out the West Derby lands to Henry fitz 
Warin. West Derby Castle was a hive of activity at this time for ‘the Pipe Rolls of 
1213 records a garrison of 140 foot soldiers, 10 knights and 10 crossbowmen’ 
(Dugden 2012). This seems a large force for in 1207 the centre of Administration for 
the area moved from West Derby Castle to Liverpool and earlier in the year King 
John had made Liverpool a Royal borough, cementing its importance terms of both 
its location and connections (Pollard & Pevsner 2006:19). 
 
The importance that King John now placed on Liverpool is demonstrated in the grant 
of lands to Henry fitz Warin,  
 

John’s personal interest in Liverpool was immediately made known however, 
when he became King, when on confirming lands of the principal tenants of 
the Crown in Lancashire, Liverpool was omitted from the deed to Henry fitz 
Warin, the son of Warin de Lancaster. This suggests that John had already 
decided to take possession of Liverpool, and establish a port there. John’s 
plans were to prove fatal to the old administrative and military stronghold of 
West Derby, and were to prove to be the first step in Liverpool’s rise to 
ascendancy over its parent manor. 
 
Liverpool was also legally separated from West Derby by the establishment of 
its own court, the Portmoot, which took the place of the old manorial court, the 
Halmote, held at West Derby (Blake 2003). 
 

And so began the decline of West Derby in respect to losing its important role as one 
of England’s main administrative centres. 
 
In 1216 West Derby Hundred was held by Ranulf, Earl of Chester, as custodian. It is 
recorded that between 1218 and 1227 ‘considerable expenditure was incurred in 
repairs to the drawbridge and the garrison quarters in the bailey’ (Historic England 
2015). This shows that the site did not go out of use the minute its administrative 
functions were relocated to Liverpool. The fact that repairs were carried out shows 
that the castle was still considered an important place, and worthy of the time and 
cost of repairing it. 
 
William de Ferrers, Earl of Derby, was custodian of the Hundred in 1226 and 1227. 
In 1227 Liverpool had grown stronger and wealthier than the whole of West Derby 
Hundred, and in 1228 custodianship changed from the Earl of Derby to Adam de 
Yoland, and in 1229 Henry III wrote a Charter that 
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Sealed Liverpool’s ascendancy over West Derby. Liverpool was confirmed as 
a free borough forever and was relieved from attending the Hundred Courts at 
West Derby (Blake 2003). 
 

The Earl was granted funds ‘for keeping ward of the castles of Lancaster and West 
Derby, and of the county’ (Victoria County History 1907). His reputation was not a 
good one though and he ‘infringed the rights and liberties of the men of that region, 
especially in respect of the forest’ (Victoria County History 1907), and the lands were 
confiscated. 
 
In 1229 Henry III granted West Derby Hundred to Ranulf, Earl of Chester and 
Lincoln, but not Liverpool. Ranulf died in 1232 without issue and his lands were 
divided between his four sisters and their husbands (Gregson 1817:xiv). West Derby 
Hundred went to his sister Agnes, and her husband, William de Ferrers, Earl of 
Derby. 
 
William de Ferrers is believed to have been the builder of Liverpool Castle ‘inferred 
from writs of 19 January, 1235, for an aid to be made to him for the strengthening of 
his castle at Liverpool’ (Victoria County History 1907). This implies that he held both 
West Derby Hundred and Liverpool too, a very powerful position to be in. 
 

 
  

 Liverpool Castle Plan 
William I de Ferrers died in 1247 and he was succeeded by his son, William II de 
Ferrers. This William inherited all of his father’s lands which included Liverpool and 
West Derby Castles. His reputation seems not to have been a good one for in 1253 
 

He was impleaded by the Kings Court by the men of the hundred for illegally 
forcing upon them a gryth – sergeant of his own election, whom they by 
custom ought to elect by the consent, and under the advice of the sheriff 
(Victoria County History 1907). 
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The case was never finalised as the Earl died in 1254 and was succeeded by his son 
Robert de Ferrers, Earl of Derby. Robert was only 14 when he inherited and during 
his minority the King granted the lands to be kept by his son Prince Edmund.  Robert 
came of age in 1259 and took over his lands and responsibilities, and he took them 
very seriously, for in 1263 he is recorded as having taken men from his lands to 
court ‘for offences in his forest against deer’ (Victoria County History 1907). In 1264 
he took part in the Second Baron’s War, against the King, and the lands were 
confiscated and reverted back to the Crown. De Ferrers submitted in 1265 and was 
pardoned, but he had not learned his lesson. He rebelled again in 1266 and was 
defeated at the Battle of Chesterfield, along with his followers, and this time the 
lands were taken off of him permanently and granted to Prince Edmund, founder of 
the House of Lancaster. 

 

 
 

Prince Edmund with St George 
  

The king granted Edmund the Honour, county, town and castle of Lancaster, 
including all the king’s demesnes in Lancashire, on 30 June, 1267. Prince Edmund 
died in 1296 and his lands were inherited by his son, Thomas, who then became 
Earl of Lancaster.  
 
West Derby Castle appears to have been neglected by the previous owners for it is 
recorded as having been abandoned by 1297 and that ‘cattle were grazing on the 
site’ (Pollard & Pevsner 2006:20). The castle was then forgotten over the years and 
the next recorded event was when the motte was levelled in 1817.  
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Archaeology can tell us a lot about a site, and West Derby Castle is no exception. It 
was first excavated in 1927 and 1957 by Liverpool University (English Heritage 
2015). Trenches were cut across the motte and bailey ditch and this revealed two V-
shaped ditches, with each ditch measuring 4m wide. (Cheetham 1928: 240). This is 
confusing if it represents the defences of the site. For a place with the important job 
as the administrative centre for the north west of England, these ditches are shallow, 
with only a 350 angle to them.  
 
A second trench was cut across the bailey ditch and this showed that the banks on 
both sides had been heightened 
 

The second trench showed remains of an artificial raising of the level on both 
sides of the outer ditch which proved to be single, 9 m wide, and cut to the 
same depth as the river ditches (Cheetham 1928:240). 
 

Again, these ditches are very shallow for such an important site. Following is a 
revised plan of the castle that I have illustrated showing the two ditches around the 
motte site marked A, as per the excavation findings. 
 

 
 

Suggested Plan of West Derby Castle 
©Sue T Carter 2015 

 

The raising of the banks of the bailey ditch indicated the need for further protection 
for the site during a time of conflict and my guess is that this occurred during the 
1218-1227 period, as we have a record of works being carried out, however, more 
dating material, in the way of finds, would be a bonus, as we know the site had 
works undertaken in 1197, 1202 and possibly during the Anarchy in 1153. 
 
Ideally evidence of earlier occupation of the site would be great to uncover. Newman 
(2006) has mentioned that West Derby Castle, amongst some others, may have 
originated as a ringwork.  Further archaeological investigations would be required to 
demonstrate if this were the case.  
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The 1927 excavations also revealed the remains of a bridge that spanned the 
ditches across to the bailey. There are no written records of this however, 
archaeology has thrown up some answers. The bridge was short and appears to 
have been built only once and never replaced or repaired. What is thought to be the 
remains of the uprights still survive and measure 3m square and were made of oak. 
Slanting struts supported the uprights at the four corners (Cheetham 1928:240). 
 
Engineering analysis has shown that the levelling was of a high standard, showing 
that the carpenters and engineers of the time knew what they were doing and that no 
expense was spared in its construction. There is also evidence of a mobile section, 
meaning that part of it could be raised, or lowered, if the need should arise, for 
defence purposes (Rigold 1975:64). 
 
Other significant finds were also revealed dating from the 13th and 14th centuries and 
these include lead glazed pottery, metal, the leather sole of a shoe or boot, some 
bone or horn and some in situ timbers representing the palisade that once stood 
around the bailey (Historic England 2015; English Heritage 2105). 
 
Not all of the finds on the site are directly related to the ancient castle. The 
excavations also turned up the remains of a structure that had been built on the site 
in the 14th or 15th Century, believed to have been a dwelling. It had a remodelled 
partition hearth and fireplace, and a clay floor (Gaimster et al 1990:202). This had 
been partially built over one of the infilled ditches. There are no records of this so 
these are important finds which add to the history of the site, which has been 
forgotten over the years, and add another chapter to its history. 
 
With the dwelling dating to the 14th-15th Centuries, and the discovery that it was 
constructed over part of the infilled ditch, we can then assume that the ditches would 
have been filled in pretty soon after the castle went out of use and fell into ruin. The 
building may have been constructed out of materials that were part of the ruined 
castle. One hypothesis put forward has been that the building may have been a mill, 
for a ‘shallow negative feature running east-west at least 26 m long and 8 m wide’  
was uncovered and ‘may have been associated with the motte ditch or perhaps with 
an early mill site’ (Gaimster et al 1990:202). 
 
West Derby Castle really is an interesting site and one which thoroughly deserves 
more archaeological investigations to uncover the pieces still missing from the jigsaw 
puzzle of its history. Held by Kings, and Knights of the Realm, this little piece of 
English history has a fascinating and colourful past, and must be remembered for its 
importance and the role it played in early English political history. 
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Beverstone Castle

  
‘Godwin and his sons, Swegn and Harold,
Summond the armies of the earldoms to

Beverstone:.where they were well placed to threaten the King’

 
Beverstone Castle is located in the small village of Beverstone in the county of 
Gloucestershire, and ‘takes its name from the parish’ in which it stands (Crole 
1787:73). The castle is situated in a non defensive position which indicates that it 
started life more as a fortified house
importance dominating the surrounding countryside. 
Cotswolds area and overlooks the surrounding countryside in
Vale of the White Horse (Hicks
 

Originally there was a structure on the site before the castle and in 1051
place chosen for the massing of the army under Earl Goodwin, Earl of Wessex
had fallen out of favour with his son
1984:111). The Earl, together with his two sons, the Earls of East Anglia and the Earl 
of Gloucester amassed at Beverstone
his army at Gloucester. All did not en
banished from the kingdom.
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Castle, Gloucestershire

‘Godwin and his sons, Swegn and Harold, 
Summond the armies of the earldoms to 
:.where they were well placed to threaten the King’

(F Barlow, 2011) 

is located in the small village of Beverstone in the county of 
, and ‘takes its name from the parish’ in which it stands (Crole 

1787:73). The castle is situated in a non defensive position which indicates that it 
rted life more as a fortified house (Emery 2006:67) than a castle of strategic 

ng the surrounding countryside. The castle is within the 
area and overlooks the surrounding countryside including towards the 

(Hicks-Beach 1909:211).  

 
 

Location of Beverstone Castle. 
 

Originally there was a structure on the site before the castle and in 1051
place chosen for the massing of the army under Earl Goodwin, Earl of Wessex
had fallen out of favour with his son-in-law, King Edward the Confessor

Earl, together with his two sons, the Earls of East Anglia and the Earl 
amassed at Beverstone and Uley Bury, to fight the King who was with 

his army at Gloucester. All did not end well for the Earl of Wessex and he was 
banished from the kingdom. 
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The next record we have of the castle is in the time of Leland (1503-1552) who in 
around 1542 visited the area and gave a description of the castle, with it being 
square in shape, with towers at the corners, and surrounded by a wet moat. 
However, he states all that he saw were the remains of one tower (Crole 1787:74).  
 
The castle saw extensive renovation when purchased by Thomas, Lord Berkeley in 
the mid 1300’s. He changed the layout and shape, turning it from a square into ‘a 
quadrangular pile’ (Hicks Beach 1909:212). 
 
Another description states that it was also, 
 

Defended by several circular and half-circular towers and gatehouse of ovoid 
form:.most of the south side of the small courtyard was enclosed by a first-
floor hall range with a residential wing at right angles to it (Emery 2006:67). 
 

The castle also contained a dungeon which has been described as ‘one of the most 
horrible dungeons that even the rough days of feudalism could design’ (Taylor 
1872:97). I have never seen the dungeon, and am not sure if it still remains – but 
would love to have a glimpse seeing as it is considered the most horrible in the land! 
 
Writing a description of the castle in 1803, Rudge (1803) describes a prison, but 
whether this is the notorious dungeon is unclear. He states,  
 

And over it [the Chapel] a prison, the floor of which was once covered with 
lead, as appears from some now inserted on the walls. In the uppermost 
storey is an aperture of about two yards square, through which the prisoner 
was let down into the dungeon, which is only 9 feet square and has only one 
entrance by a dark passage, excavated thro’ the wall (Rudge 1803:208). 

 

 
Beverstone Castle Ruins 
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Within the castle there is also a most wonderful squint. A squint is an internal window 
allowing the Lord to see what is going on in another room,  
 

They usually looked down from the Solar or Great Chamber to the Hall, to 
allow the Lord or King to know what was going on there, or to the Chapel , so 
that Mass could be heard and seen without getting out of bed (Johnson 
1989:55). 
 

Now there’s a glimpse back to the lifestyle of this past era – in which the Lords did 
not have to get out of bed to hear Mass! 
 
Remodelling of the castle had taken place under Maurice de Berkeley, without Royal 
consent, however he was pardoned from doing so by Henry III. Royal consent was 
always required during the medieval period. This ensured the King knew who was 
strengthening their castles and houses, which could have meant a challenge for the 
throne. If Royal consent was not sought for then the owners had to either take down 
their improvements or pay a really hefty fine. During the period of the Anarchy (1135-
1154) many castles were strengthened, and new ones constructed without consent 
as Stephen and Matilda fought for the Crown. These properties were mostly 
demolished when Henry II took the throne in 1154. 
 
The main renovations and building work were carried out under Thomas, Lord 
Berkeley, which tradition states was only possible from the booty he scored at the 
Battle of Poitiers in France (Pettifer 1995:78). What better way to make your money 
work for you than to improve your own defences. 
 
Beverstone Castle has passed through many famous and well known families, and 
witnessed siege and warfare, armies, kidnapping, theft, and even associated with the 
murder of a King. 
 
Prior to 1135 the Patent Rolls tell us that the Manor of Beverstone was held by the 
Crown (Houses of Benedictine monks: The Abbey of Reading 1907:62), and that the 
dower queen, Adeliza, bestowed the church of Beverstone to the Abbey of Reading. 
 
During the anarchy an adulterine castle was built on the site (Cross et al 1988:40) , 
however this was destroyed by King Stephen, but to what extent is not recorded 
(Ditchfield 1912:337).  
 
During the First Baron’s War, 1215-1217, the castle ‘became a military fortress and 
was probably much dilapidated’ (Rudge 1803:208). 
 
In 1229 the Manor of Beverstone was granted by Henry III to Robert fitz-Harding 
‘ancestor of the Berkeley family’ (Crole 1787:73). At the death of Robert Fitz-Harding 
Beverstone was left to his second son, Robert, who had married Alice de Gaunt, 
heiress of Robert de Gaunt. Their son was entitled Maurice and he took the family 
name of his mother, de Gaunt (Crole 1787:73).  
 
Alice and Robert de Gaunt’s third son, Robert took the name de Weare and 
Beverstone Castle was left to him as part of his inheritance (Hicks Beach 1909:211). 
In 1229 Henry III granted a licence allowing new works to be carried out to fortify the 
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remains. Why Beverstone was granted a licence, when many other adulterine 
castles were demolished can possibly be explained by Richard Eales in his paper 
Castles and Politics in England 1215 to 1224, where he states Beverstone as 
 

Perhaps the case of an adulterine castle which had gradually been rendered 
acceptable by the passage of time, but for which the unusual assurance of a 
specific grant was thought worth perusing (Eales 1988:40).  
 

 

 
 

Beverstone Castle  
©Sue Carter 2015 

 

 
The rebuilding occurred around 1225 where the castle was improved and turned 
from a mere fortified house into a proper defensible structure. Maurice de Wearne 
left the castle in his will to his sister’s son, Robert de Gourney. Not much is known 
about Robert’s association with Beverstone, and he passed it onto his son Anselm 
when he died in 1269 (Gurney 1848:630). 
 
Once again, little is known about Anslem, but there is an entry in the Cartulary of St 
Mark’s Hospital, Bristol which states 
 

For himself and his heirs or assigns, of the charter and gifts of rents and 
possessions made by his father Robert de Gourney to the Master and 
Brethren of St Mark’s of Bristol and their successors. Grant and confirmation 
also of their right to take 15s yearly:. (Ross 1959:217). 
 

Therefore, he was following the tradition of not just his family, but also of the time in 
granting gifts and rents to the Church in order to take care of his soul once he died. 
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Anselm left the castle to his son, Robert de Gourney, Lord of Beverstone, who made 
it his principal residence. He died in 1269 and his son, Anselm II de Gourney 
inherited. Anselm II’s son, John, had no male heirs, but a daughter, Elizabeth de 
Gourney who married John Ap-Adam, and so bought the castle to the Ap-Adam 
family. 
 
John Ap-Adam fought in the Scottish wars including the Battle of Falkirk, and was 
knighted. He died in 1310/1311 and left his lands to his son, Thomas, who was a 
minor and his Wardship was held by Hugh le Dispenser, at ‘2500 marks granted by 
the king’ (Smyth 1883:54). 
 
Once Thomas had come of age he took possession of his inheritance. Unfortunately 
the son did not lead an exceptional life and will be remembered in history for a most 
atrocious crime. 
 
Along with Sir John Maltravers, Thomas de Gourney was the other knight 
responsible for caring for the imprisoned King Edward II,  
 

They soon removed him [from Kenilworth Castle] to Berkeley Castle in 
Gloucestershire. On his journey thither they exposed him to the greatest 
indignities, and at last put him to death, in the most cruel and barbarous 
manner (Phelps 1839:209). 
 

He fled abroad to escape punishment but was caught in Spain and whilst being 
transported back to England to face his crimes, he died. Just how he died is not 
reported, but I can only guess he was killed at the hands of those taking him back to 
face his crimes. 
 
Following the incident his lands were confiscated and held by the crown, namely 
John, the Black Prince. Eventually the manor and lands were restored to Thomas’s 
son, Sir Thomas de Gourney (who had taken the name de Gourney from his 
mother’s side of the family) who was in Royal favour (Phelps 1839:219).  
 
Thomas married Margery, but ‘between whom was so little love’ (Smyth 1883:54), 
and when the castle was in the hands of the Crown Thomas de Gourney, son and 
heir of Hugh de Gourney, not to be confused with Thomas de Gourney (previously 
Thomas Ap-Adam), broke into the castle and stole not only goods and charters 
proving inheritance, but also Margery, his wife! 
 
It is recorded that 
 

Thomas the sonne and heire of Hugh de Gourney and others, had stolen her 
away from him at Beverstone, and with her divers of his goods and chantels 
(Smyth 1883:54). 
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The complaint was entered into the Patent Rolls 1330-1334, p. 204, (Ross 1959:12) 
as follows, 

 
Commission:.on complaint by Thomas ap-Adam that some persons entered 
by force his castle of Beverstone at the time when it was in the King’s hands 
by reason of his minority: [they] broke doors and windows of the houses and 
walls and turrets of the castle, and broke also a chest of his there in the King’s 
custody and carried away forty charters and thirty writings obligatory relating 
to his inheritance (Coulson 2004:197). 

 
With it being stated that there was little love between husband and wife, you have to 
wonder if she offered to go, rather than stay with her loveless husband! 
 
Sir Thomas Gourney sold Beverstone castle to Thomas, Lord Berkeley c.1330/1331, 
and it came back in to the Berkeley family after an absence of about one hundred 
years. This Thomas Berkeley had also been one of the knights in charge of the ill-
fated King Edward II, but had been found innocent of any wrong-doing pertaining to 
his care and later death. He was pardoned by Edward III. 
 

 
 

Tomb of Thomas, Lord Berkeley and is wife, Margaret 
  

Lord Thomas made many alterations to the castle,  
 

Made it a place of great strength and adorned it with stone carvings:. 
Between each tower was a curtain wall, with galleries and chambers behind it. 
Beyond the portcullis were the flanking walls of a barbican; then came a deep 
moat which encircled the whole castle and was crossed by a drawbridge, 
while a second moat lay at a distance of 80 or 90 yards beyond the south face 
(Hicks Beach 1909:212). 

 
Tradition states that Sir Thomas was able to rebuild the castle with the proceeds he 
had made from the Battle of Poitiers in 1356 (Gurney 1848:616), where he fought 
alongside the Black Prince 
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The castle remained with the Berkeley family for many years until sold in 1579 to Sir 
John Pointz (Crole 1787:74). After selling the Beverstone estates Sir John Berkeley 
immigrated to America, where, unfortunately he was ‘massacred by the Indians’ 
(Bristol and Gloucester Archaeological Society 1897:22). 
 
Pointz was sewer (head servant) to Catherine of Aragon (Richardson 2011:287); and 
the poet, Sir John Wyatt was amongst his close friends (Bindoff 1982). Pointz was 
well connected within the royal court. He held on to the estate for 29 years and then 
sold it in 1608 to Henry Fleetwood, Esq., Master of the Court of Wards. A charter 
survives from Easter 1610 stating the ‘final purchase agreement’ and another charter 
‘dated ‘Trinity’ the Berkeleys renounce all manorial rights’ (Hicks Beach 1909:187).  
 
The property of the Manor of Beverstone at this time included, 
 

80 messauges, 10 tofts, 2 mills, 2 dovecotes, 80 gardens, 20 orchards, 1000 
acres of land, 200 acres of meadow, 500 acres of pasture, 200 acres of wood, 
500 acres of heath and furze, and £8 rent in Beverstone and Kingscott (Hicks 
Beach 1909:187). 

 
Henry Fleetwood sold the estates to Sir Thomas Earstfield, but he did not hold them 
for long as Sir Henry Fleetwood bought them back and then resold them onto 
Michael Hicks (Bristol and Gloucester Archaeological Society 1897:22). Sir Michael 
Hicks took the additional surname of Beach, from his mother’s side of the family. 
 
It is believed that Michael Hicks Beach, 1st Baron Hicks and Viscount Campden, was 
secretary to Lord Burghley (Lodge 1859:714), and may have bought the manor for 
his son William, who took possession in 1612 when his father passed away. 
 
 

 
 
 Sir William Hicks Beach 
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Beverstone Castle was held by the Hicks family during the English Civil War, and like 
most castles of that time, did not escape slighting. In 1643 there was a tenant, John 
Shipway, a yeoman, living at the castle, who was a Royalist (Hicks Beach1909:213). 
In 1644 Colonel Massy, fighting for Parliament, attempted to take the castle (Burke & 
Burke 1846; Scott 1811; Sanderson 1658; Hicks Beach 1909). In his army he had 80 
horse and 300 foot soldiers. 
 

Having surrounded it he planted his guns within pistol shot of the gate, and 
gave fire several times. Fifty musketeers ran up to the gate at noone-day and 
fixed a petarre, which, nonetheless, failed in execution.  
 
Those from within threw grenades amongst our men, but hurt none; who, 
although thereby forced from the gate, yet they ran up a second time, being 
open to the full shot of a secure enemy, and brought off the petarre with much 
gallantry. 
 
The design was not feasible for a quick despatch, for the gate was barricaded 
within; the night came on, and those remote parts did promise no security to 
so small party (Scott 1811:332). 
 

But Parliament did not give up on the place that easily. They returned in May and 
through cunning and foresight from their commander were able to take the castle in 
a rather crafty manner, 
 

It is not a particularly inspiring story. Colonel Oglethorpe, its commander, was 
seized by Massey in the house of a young woman in the neighbourhood of 
whom he had become enamoured. And Massey wrote to the Lieutenant, who 
was second in command, offering him and the garrison “faire quarter and true 
performance” if they would surrender. 
 
The officer struck some sort of a bargain, and he and his men made their way 
to Malmsbury. (Hicks Beach 1919:213). 
 

 
 

Colonel Edward Massey 
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Massey then installed a garrison of Parliamentary soldiers and Sir William Hicks, 2nd 
Baronet, was made to pay for their upkeep whilst under his roof. Not happy with this 
arrangement, Sir William appealed to the Committee of Both Kingdoms in 1645 and 
in 1650 the garrison were finally removed from the castle.  
 
In 1691 there was a fire in the castle which badly damaged the living quarters. Sir 
Harry Hicks Beach, 3rd Baronet, inherited the castle and lands when he was forty 
seven, plus the other family lands ‘Ruckholt and the other Essex estate of Chigwell 
Hall’ (Hicks Beach 1919:256).  
 
Writing in 1803, Rudge gives a good description of the chapel,  
 

The Chapel still remains and has a beautiful arched roof, a Gothic window, 
and on the right side of the alter a shrine of two compartments of tabernacle 
work, with a lavatory, a closet in which is a confessional (Rudge 1803:208). 

 
The castle and lands passed through several members of the Hicks Beach family, 
including Sir Robert, Sir John and Sir Michael, and was used as a farmhouse around 
the time of 1787 (Crole 1787:74). The family sold it in 1842 to Mr. Holford, who 
already owned adjoining properties (Hicks Beach 1919:343). 
 
In 1873 the remains of foundations of a tower were uncovered in the Rectory Garden 
outside of the moat. 
 
A member of the Hicks Beach family attempted to repurchase the castle and lands in 
1906 when he was raised to Peerage’ (Hicks Beach 1919:343), but was 
unsuccessful. 
 
Medieval floor tiles were uncovered in a tower room in 1983 demonstrating the 
richness of the castle in its heyday.  
 

 
Beverstone Castle 

©Sue T Carter 2015 
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Since 2006 the site has been in private hands and not accessible to the public. 
 
I have been unable to find any archaeological investigations that have been 
undertaken at the site, but that does not mean to say there have not been any. Some 
excavations are not written up or published, and unfortunately their valuable 
information is then lost to us, and history. 
 
Beverstone Castle certainly has seen its fair share of drama and action in the past. A 
beautiful, romantic ruin with an amazing colourful history – but please respect the 
privacy of its current owners. 
 
 
 

 
Beverstone 1790   

Samuel H Grimm 
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Portchester Castle - Post Roman Period 

  
In 'Llongborth' I saw Arthur's,  
Brave men who cut with steel,  

The Emperor, ruler in toil of battle. 
(The Black Book of Carmarthen) 

 
These introductory lines of poetry above come from The Black Book of Carmarthen, 
and loosely associate King Arthur with the site, in the supposed name of “Llongborth’ 
– but that’s another story OO. 
 
The name of Portchester has been analysed in Latin as Portus Adurni - 'port at the 
hill' or ‘a harbour’ (Yorke 1995:48) which describes its situation within the landscape. 
It is situated at a ‘major coastal inlet’ (Fleming 1985:253) and therefore of strategic 
importance to the area. It is believed to have once been the site of an Iron Age 
settlement known as Caer Peris, named after the man who founded it. According to 
Hamerow et al (2011:527) a high-ranking Briton was killed here and the event is 
recorded in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle. When the Romans arrived in Britain it was 
attacked by Claudius (Midgley 2009:n.p.), and later a fort was erected on the site 
which ‘consisted of a strongly defended square enclosure covering 8.5 acres 
surrounded by a 6.1 meter-high masonry wall augmented with bastions’ (Olmstead 
1978:347).  
 
The stone enclosure was built c.275-285, a good example of a square-plan fort (Von-
Petrikovits 1971:193) and used as a reconnaissance unit until it was finally 
abandoned in the 360’s. There is little evidence of military activity during the Roman 
period within the site and it has been suggested that it was used as a trans-shipment 
centre (Cotterill 1993:235-237). 
 

 
 

Plan of Portchester showing Roman walls 
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Following the Roman withdrawal from Britain, Portchester and the surrounding area 
is recorded as having been inhabited by the German foederati during the fifth century 
(Welch 1971:236).  During the sixth and seventh centuries there were waves of 
migrations into Britain and the populations started to develop a clear social 
hierarchy,  
 

Parallel to signs of increasing social stratification in the burial evidence, we 
see in this phase the emergence of a settlement hierarchy and appearance 
of larger buildings on high-status sites (Hines 1997:147). 

 
Included in the settlement hierarchy were three distinctive levels, ‘rural settlements 
concerned with food production, trading sites engaged in craft production and 
commerce, and Royal residences as centres of administration’ (Hines 1997:147). It 
appears as if all three of these levels were active within the walls of Portchester 
Castle during the 7-10th centuries. 
 
Portchester would have been the ideal place to inhabit during the turbulent Dark 
Ages as it was fortified and large enough to sustain itself with enough internal area 
for food production; in fact, farming ‘within the walls continued up to the Norman 
Conquest’ (Johnston 2002:63; Baker & Brookes 2013:6). 
 
As a general rule, the Anglo-Saxons tended to avoid areas and sites used by the 
Romans, which leads us to believe that Portchester may have been seen as a place 
of refuge, which later on turned into an aristocratic site (Wilson 1976:8). It is 
interesting to note that the site was never fully settled as an urban centre and that  
 

The warlord peasants of Hampshire had been reluctant to devote much of 
their time and energies to these two emerging boroughs; both could serve as 
places of refuge, but their prospects for permanent urban occupation were 
bleak (Reuter 2003:161). 
 

Portchester was added to the Burghal Hidage in 904 (Fleming 1985; Hill & Rumble 
1996; Reuter 2003) therefore making it a major fortified site within the Kingdom of 
Wessex (Reynolds 2009:42). As with other fortified sites of the time, Portchester was 
occupied, not just by everyday people, but evidence has shown a person of high-
status resided within its walls. The inclusion of Portchester into the Burghal Hidage 
demonstrates that not all burghs were built by Alfred the Great; he incorporated 
known defended sites into his defensive system (Reuter 2003:233). 
 
Barry Cunliffe excavated Portchester Castle between 1961–1972 and even though 
the excavations uncovered only ⅛ of the enclosed area (Ormstead 1978:347), the 
findings were attributed to the overall history of the site. Evidence of a high-status 
residence was uncovered, with the definition of a high-status building being that ‘a 
floor area above 80 sq-metres appear, sufficiently larger than average ‘halls’ (around 
50 sq metres) to warrant an interpretation in terms of elite dwellings’ (Hines 1997: 
147),   
 

An aisled hall and what is possibly a stone tower:. There are also wells, cess 
pits and a boundary fence:. Over fifty buildings are known which appear to 
have been wholly of post-hole construction (Wilson 1976:63, 81). 
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Aerial View of Portchester
© Hampshire

Early buildings were recorded as having been covered over by rubbish when the site 
was used as a dumping ground following its initial ac
King of Wessex, in 904 and these included ‘four with sunken floors and two post
built’ buildings (Olmstead 1978:
 
The most interesting building that the excavations
high-status – an aisled hall. Labelled 
building is described as ‘an unusual and complex hall with sides which are rounded 
at the ends’ (Britley & Shapland 2013:
Anglo-Saxon aisled halls found in Britain
 

The aisles were supported on six posts set in large postholes creating two 
bays of unequal width. The entrances indicated by a break in the aisle w
were clearly in the larger bay. The aisle posts on the west side of the building 
were broadly in a line. Those on the east were clearly not. The post on the 
north-east side in particular seems to have been poorly set. This initially 
appears to be a b
(Britley & Shapland 2013:
 

When looking at the archaeological evidence it clearly shows that the building was 
not constructed under the usual methods of the time which leads to the question 
why? The rounded corners are particularly unusual especially for a site that is 
considered to have been high
answers and sheds more light onto the ingenious design by the early craftsmen.
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Aerial View of Portchester Castle 

Hampshire Hub and University of Southampton 
 

Early buildings were recorded as having been covered over by rubbish when the site 
was used as a dumping ground following its initial acquisition by Edward the Elder

, in 904 and these included ‘four with sunken floors and two post
uilt’ buildings (Olmstead 1978:347).  

The most interesting building that the excavations uncovered was consid
an aisled hall. Labelled S.15 in the excavation report 

building is described as ‘an unusual and complex hall with sides which are rounded 
ends’ (Britley & Shapland 2013:55). This is unusual in respect to all

aisled halls found in Britain being perfectly rectangular,

The aisles were supported on six posts set in large postholes creating two 
bays of unequal width. The entrances indicated by a break in the aisle w
were clearly in the larger bay. The aisle posts on the west side of the building 
were broadly in a line. Those on the east were clearly not. The post on the 

east side in particular seems to have been poorly set. This initially 
appears to be a building in which planning was particularly incompetent
(Britley & Shapland 2013:55). 

When looking at the archaeological evidence it clearly shows that the building was 
not constructed under the usual methods of the time which leads to the question 

The rounded corners are particularly unusual especially for a site that is 
considered to have been high-status. Further archaeological work provides the 
answers and sheds more light onto the ingenious design by the early craftsmen.
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The site plan shows that there was another building (S.14) adjoining the 
north-east corner of S.15. The published phasing indicates that the two, 
though both tenth century, were not contemporary. However, if we consider 
the possibility that S.15 was constructed after S.14, which does not contradict 
the archaeological evidence, then a clear explanation for a number of 
inexplicable features emerges. 
 
The builders were faced with the problem of fitting a prestigious, aisled 
building into a constricted space. S.15 had to form the third side of a courtyard 
created by S.14 and S.13. If S.17 lying to the north had been built already, 
then S.15 also had to be constructed in line with it:. The builders were faced 
with a difficult problem of design, but their solution was ingenious. 
 
They did not construct a rectangular hall but one which quite exceptionally 
had curved corners:. They also bought the north-east corner in to gain 
further space and allow a passageway between it and the adjoining structure 
(Britley & Shapland 2013:55-57). 
 

Therefore, rather than being inadequate in the positioning of the building, the 
carpenters were quite creative in the way they incorporated the high-status hall into 
such a restricted space. 
 
It is often believed that earlier builders stuck rigidly to their design plans as an ease 
of building these large structures, however, the above demonstrates that they were 
capable of making a building fit into a tight space, whilst still maintaining its level of 
status within the community. Why there was such a tight space for this high-status 
building is not clear, usually the lords or rulers would have demolished other 
buildings to make way for theirs, but this does not appear to have been the case at 
Portchester. The rest of the site would need to be excavated in order to fully 
understand why it was ‘squished’ into this small area. It is also interesting to note 
that in building S.13 the remains of what is considered to be a staircase is located in 
the left hand portion of the building (Wilson 1976:90), suggesting a two-story 
structure. Was this also part of the theign’s buildings? Was the high-status building 
overshadowed by it? 
 
During the eleventh century a tower was built adjacent to S.13 (Olmstead 1978: 
348). Looking at the excavation evidence, it appears that the tower or a previous 
wooden built structure may have been on this site, as the high-status hall clearly tries 
to avoid the area. Towers were associated with high-status and theignly buildings as 
they ‘were one mark of the house of a theign, or man of knightly rank’ (English 
Heritage).  
 
There has been debate as to the exact use of the tower. As mentioned above, some 
believe it to be associated with the high-status building and possibly acted as a bell-
tower (Hamerow 2012:110), but also may have held religious meaning ‘with its 
association with a cemetery, suggests if not a church at least some focus of religious 
activity’ (Hills 1978:152). Burials have been uncovered near the tower hence the 
assumption of religious activity. The number of burials is indicated as between 21 
(PastScape 2007:np) and 19 (Reynolds 2009:42).  
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Cunliffe is cited in PastScape as recording that the burials ‘appeared to be paired. 
This may suggest that there was a family relationship between the individuals in 
each pair’ (Cunliffe cited in Pastscape 2007:np). Reynolds (2007) describes one of 
the burials as ‘a man aged between 20 and 25 who exhibited a cut to the left ramus 
of the mandible, interpreted as the result of a sword blow’ (Reynolds 2007:42). It is 
also noted that the cemetery ‘yielded bones indicating disease and injured 
individualsO. especially for one case of Paget’s disease’ (Olmstead 1978:348). If no 
other cases of Paget’s were recorded then it possibly was not the hereditary type. 
Paget’s disease is the breakdown of formation of the bone causing weakness and is 
most common in men and women over 55 years of age (Tamparo & Lewis 
2011:221). 
 
Therefore, the burials were mostly paired, showed some signs of trauma and one 
presenting signs of Paget’s disease. In the turbulent times of the eleventh century 
the story behind these finds can set the mind racing – but I will leave that up to you 
to decide on a story for these remains. 
 
The wells that were excavated on the site show that they were used over a period of 
time and were repaired,  
 

Dendrochronological examination of the Anglo-Saxon well timbers has shown 
that the lower well timbers date to circa 602±2 AD, but the upper timbers date 
to 750 AD (Pastscape 2007:np). 

 
The timbers replaced in the eighth century must have been of good quality in order 
for them still to be effective in the eleventh century, again demonstrating the skill of 
the craftsmen of the time.  
 

 
Portchester Ware 

©www.finds.co.uk 

 
The ceramics uncovered give an insight into the daily lives of the residences and 
their associations with other communities; Winchester Type, Portchester Type and 
Michaelmersh Ware have been found. There is a complete ceramic sequence for the 
Portchester Ware, which included cooking pots and shallow ditches. Portchester 
Ware was found stretching from the River Neane to Bishops Waltham, but not found 
at Southampton; Winchester Ware is found at Bishops Waltham and Southampton; 
and Michaelmersh Ware is found at Hamworth and Portchester but it full extent is 
unknown (Wilson 1976:334). The ceramic finds give evidence of local and regional 
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trading, however, as I have not been able to obtain a copy of the excavation reports I 
cannot comment on whether any materials from overseas were found demonstrating 
international trading relations. 
 
In conclusion, it can be seen that Portchester Castle was a thriving and busy centre 
during the Dark Ages. It is suggested that there were many buildings within the 
space of its fortified walls and that at one corner stood a high-status building, 
possibly belonging to the lord, or thane, of the area. The high status person appears 
to have respected where his buildings were erected, within a confined space, and 
there is no evidence of other buildings being destroyed to make way for them. 
 
 

 
 

Portchester Castle showing the Roman and Norman architecture 
 – Dark Ages history being hidden under the grassy interior. 

©Sue T Carter 2014 

 
The tower is of interest for it is still unclear as to whether it was part of the theignly 
residence as a status symbol, or whether it had religious functions. The cemetery is 
also interesting and further investigation could possibly answer more of the 
questions it seems to have thrown up. 
 
Only one eighth of the site has been excavated and only further investigation can 
answer the questions as to the full extent of its use during the Dark Ages, such as 
was part of it put aside for agriculture and craft production? 
 
Portchester Castle is an amazing place, one I have visited myself where the feeling 
of being part of something much bigger still lingers in the air. It will continue to hold 
onto its past secrets until the rest of the site can eventually be investigated in order 
to piece together, more fully, it’s hidden history. 
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Portchester Castle 1776. 
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Exeter – Semper Fidelis 

  
The ground of my first ancestry 
Is worn out through antiquity. 

Cearisk the Britons did me name,  
And Monkron Saxons did me fame,  

Till of the river running by 
Exeter Iclepid became I: 

Seven times besieged mightily 
Mine enemies to flight put I. 

(Izacke 1724:xiv) 
 
 

Exeter is the county town of Devon – beautiful, quiet and charming – yet its past is 
one of violence, bloodshed and treachery, yet the city has faced these all head-on to 
emerge, blossom and stand tall and strong. Continuity through time and space for 
almost 2000 years (possibly longer if prehistoric remains can be authenticated), 
Exeter has earned its motto, Semper Fidelis, time and time again. Here we look at its 
transition and violent history from the Roman withdrawal to the Norman invasion 
under William I. 
 

 
 

Early Exeter in relation to Position near the River Exe  
©Sue T Carter 2016    
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Exeter is located on a dry ridge overlooking the River Exe, and is the county town of 
Devon. The site of the town was dictated from its possible earliest setting, believed 
to have been by the Romans (Pettifer 1995:57). The valley gravels made the area 
perfect for habitation, 
 

The gravels were comparatively level, they lay on a platform well above the 
river, they could easily be worked, wells could readily be sunk through them, 
and they were dry enough to be suitable for the foundations of timber 
buildings (Shorter 1954:250). 

  

The southwest of the town dropped steeply to the River Exe, and it was this river that 
contributed mainly to its success. The River Exe flowed through to the sea, the 
English Channel, and it is from here that traders bought their goods from the 
Mediterranean, Ireland and the Iberian Peninsula, (Balzaretti & Nelson 1992:1557), 
to be traded for local goods such as wool, tin and leather (Lewis 1924:455). 
 
The location of the town, and its natural approaches ‘through the Blackdown Hills 
and the East Devon plateau’ (Lewis & Shorter 1939:150), meant that the inhabitants 
were able to control a large area of the surrounding region. This was important 
during the Roman period as it meant the garrison could keep control of the local 
Dumnonian tribe, with little effort, ‘Exeter was a British tribal town .... the region did 
not cause the central authority much anxiety’ (Lewis & Shorter 1939:154). Being the 
last town southwest from London, it also lay a fair way from the other major Roman 
centres, therefore a status quo between the Romans and the locals was of vital 
importance. 
 

 

Situation of Roman Exeter showing sea trade routes 
©Sue T Carter 2016 after Jones & Mattingly 2002 
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One of the earliest names given to Exeter is accounted for in a poem from by Izacke 
(1724), that being of Cearisk, as seen in the opening quote. Hooker (1765) gives us 
the name of Cair Penbulgoile ‘the prosperous chief town in the wood’ (Hooker 1765: 
3) and states this was the name given by the early Britons, before the Romans 
came. Geoffrey of Monmouth referred to it as Caer Penhuel Goit, also translating this 
as being ‘the rich chief city in the wood’ as well as Pennehalteoaire,  ‘chief city or 
town upon the hill’ (Spreat 1824:7). Exeter was also known by other names to the 
Cornish people at that time, and included Pennecaire, Caireruth and Cairiske 
(Hooker 1765:3). All of these names match the environment in which the site of the 
city would have first been situated, as was the custom in the past. 
 
Hooker (1965) gives an explanation as to the different names referring to the 
topography and the ancient traditions of naming villages according to their locations 
within the environment,  
 

Pennecaire signifyeth the Chief city, Caireruth the Red or Reddish City, so 
called, and taking the name of the ground and soil whereupon ‘tis situated, 
which is a red earth; and Cairiske is the city of Iske, being so called of the 
river, which the Britons named Iske (Hooker 1765:3). 
 

Izacke continues his poem by giving us four of the most common names given to 
Exeter as known in the period around 1724,  
 

Iscia, Peucair, Moncton Excester of old, 
Were four names well known giv’n, which ever bold 
(Izacke 1724:xiv). 
 

The Romans named their fort on the site Isca Danmoniorum (Spreat 1824:7), and it 
is noted that Ptolemy (c.AD 162) referred to the site as ‘Isca, and called the river 
Isaca....Bale following the same opinion doth also name the city Isca’ (Hooker 1765: 
3). Isca was the Celtic name for a river, and so naturally the site took a part Celtic 
and part Roman name when the foreign army moved to the area. 
 
The Saxons were the next race to occupy the area and they named it Moncton 
(Izacke 1724:xxv), or Monketon (Hooker 1765:4). The change occurred due to the 
‘multitude of monasteries in this place’ (Izacke 1724:17). This gives us an insight into 
the activities undertaken on the site and around the area. The concentration of 
monasteries demonstrates that the area was of some importance in the young and 
growing religion of Christianity, and it appears to have taken a firm hold following the 
Roman withdrawal and Constantine’s approval of Christianity to be practiced by the 
Roman Empire c.315. With Christianity came a certain wealth to the area, and this 
has been displayed in the archaeological record in and around Exeter. Among other 
cultural findings was a Saxon ring made of gold, found in the city and alludes to the 
possible prosperity of the town, and its inhabitants, at that time (Graham-Campbell 
1982)  
 
The next change of name came under King Athelstan, where he ‘called it after the 
name of the river, Esseter, or Exeterra’ (Hooker 1765:5), but earlier that century, 
Izacke, in 1724, had attributed the modern name to Athelstan, in ‘Anno Domini 932 
[he] first called it Exeter’ (Izacke 1724:18). Athelstan may have used either of the 
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aforementioned names that, linguistically, sound like the modern name, with Izacke 
(1724) either being unaware but decided not to mention them and jump straight to its 
modern pronunciation. Hooker (1765) appears to have undertaken more research 
into the area for he also informs us that ‘I find it also written in an old chronicle, that it 
is named Exancestria or Exancestre’ (Hooker 1765:5). With the development of the 
English language and the culmination of words from the different races that had had 
an influence in the area, it is of little wonder that it was referred to under various 
spelling and pronunciations, as well as different people in different regions calling it 
by the name they knew or understood. 
 
The development of the site is shrouded in the annals of history. General consensus 
is that the Roman period saw the first real settlement of the area (Lysons 1822: 
Shorter 1954; Pettifer 1995) however, prehistoric cultural remains have been 
uncovered at the site, including a prehistoric handaxe (Royal Albert Memorial 
Museum 2012) and ‘a single stuck flake’ (Pearce 2009:8).  
 

 
 

Handaxe found at Exeter 
© Pymouss 

 
Whether these finds were in situ or not is unknown, as gravels have been moved 
around the area and building activities may have seen them relocated over time, 
therefore we cannot rule out the possibility of some activity prior to the arrival of the 
Romans. It is also plausible that Exeter may have been one of the sites of the thirty-
two battles fought on British soil when ‘Emperor Claudius, the fifth Caesar, sent 
Vespasian to Britain’ (Oliver 1861:1-2) in order to deal with the tribes of the country. 
Hooker (1765) writes as though Exeter was the site of one of the thirty-two battles, 
but unfortunately does not reference where he obtained his information form,  
 

Aruiragus, King of this land.... refused to pay unto the Romans the Tribute 
which they demanded. Whereupon the Emperor Claudius sent Vespasian his 
general, with a great arm, into this realm, either to recover the tribute, or 
subdue the land. Landing his forces at Torbay,.... he marched to this city, laid 
siege to it for eight days, together gave many assaults thereto. King 
Aruiragus, being then in the east parts of the kingdom, on hearing of this, with 
a great army hasted hither; when the Romans, after long fighting, finding they 
could not prevail, agreed to a parley, and in the end a composition was 
concluded, as doth appear by divers historians’ (Hooker 1765:18). 
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If one of the sites was Exeter then this would open up a whole new area of research 
and investigation, as remains would possibly have been completely destroyed by the 
building of the Roman fort, and later, the town. We will never know for sure. 
 
The dating of the first defences of the site is controversial. Excavations have 
uncovered a portion of a ditch, which had no datable pottery, however, it was 
recorded that a Roman feature cut through it (Pink 2011:4). Therefore this has been 
interpreted as a possible late Iron Age ditch, but may be part of other Roman 
features. The defences were improved with ‘the construction of a stone wall in front 
of the existing bank took place sometime during the second century’ (Wacher 1974: 
32), and there is a general consensus that the first real defences were constructed 
c.200AD (Hooker 1765: Shorter 1954; Frere 1973; Wacher 1974). The area they 
enclosed covered 100 acres,  
 

Mass provision of earth ramparts for towns is something quite unparallel in the 
Roman Empire, and here they must surely represent the application of a 
single policy in a single context which demanded the rapid simultaneous 
fortification of all sizable settlements (Frere 1973:250). 

 

 
  
 

 
 
The construction of the defences around the town may possibly have been in relation 
to politics of the Mediterranean and the Romans inability to provide an Emperor that 
was capable of holding the Empire together. Markus Aurelius chose his son, who 
was not capable, and therefore the seat of power went to whoever could pay the 
highest for the privilege. This indecision led to instability within the Roman Empire, 
especially regions furthest away from the centre of power, including Britain. This 
would have necessitated fortifying, or improving, defences at sites held by Rome in 
case of any attack, or the Empire collapsing. 

Exeter Walls 

©Sue T Carter 2016 
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The defences were again improved by King Athelstone (924/5 – 939) when he took 
over the town and expelled the native Britons from the area. He built a stone wall 
with towers (Spreat 1824:10; Lewis & Shorter 1939: 155) which had to undergo a 
number of repairs each time the town was attacked (Pettifer 1995:58). 
 
Exeter has a rich and colourful history in relation to defending itself against attackers, 
from both sea and land. Following the Roman withdrawal it is recorded that  
 

Exeter was being held by Brian, nephew of Cadwallo, the last British King, 
was besieged by Penda, King of Mercia, in 633; and that Cadwallo, who had 
some time before, been obliged to leave his kingdom, by the success of the 
Saxons, returned; and having collected an army, fought a battle with Penda, 
whom he vanquished near Exeter, and relieved the town (Lysons & Lysons 
1822:v). 

 
The glory of winning appears not to have lasted that long for the site ‘fell to the West 
Saxons circa 658’ (Pettifer 1995:57). The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle does not mention 
Exeter until AD 876 when it informs us that the Danes attacked the area (Lewis & 
Shorter 1939:155; Lysons & Lysons 1822:v). The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle and 
Matthew of Westminster both state that ‘They [the Danish] wintered in Exeter; both in 
876, and 877; and that in 877 Alfred besieged them in that town’ (Lysons & Lysons 
1822:v). The Rev. Oliver, writing in 1861, mentions that the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle 
states ‘In the year 418 the Romans collected all their hoards of treasure in the island, 
and some they hid in the ground’ (Anglo-Saxon Chronicle cited in Oliver 1861:3). 
With tales of treasure and gold in the ground it is of little wonder there were so many 
attacks upon the land, especially where religious institutions were sited, as at Exeter, 
well known for their riches and sustenance. A mint had been set up at Exeter in the 
year AD 930 (Hooker 1765:106; Balzaretti & Nelson 1992:158) and with the minting 
of coin, this added to the appeal of the site. 
 
The year AD 964 saw Exeter as the setting for the ‘Benedictine revolution, and the 
subsequent scribal activity which we can expect to have accompanied that reform 
would have led to the production of manuscripts’ (Conner 1993:13). This is the 
period in history when the town’s name was changed to Moncton, as a result of the 
number of monastic houses in the area.  
 
In AD 977 Exeter was again attacked and burnt by the Danes (Lysons & Lysons 
1822:vi). However, they were not so lucky in 1001 when they were unable to take the 
town, so instead destroyed the surrounding countryside, affecting harvests. In 1003 
King Swain of Denmark took vengeance against the country following the massacre 
of his countrymen on previous raids, ‘Exeter became the first sacrifice to his fury. 
After having been bravely defended for two months it was at last delivered through 
treachery‘(Spreat 1824:10). Another angle on the story is given by Conner (1993) 
when he states, 
 

After 19 August 1003, when King Sweyn, in retaliation for King Æthelred’s 
having murdered his sister, swept down on Exeter, and, reportedly ‘burnt the 
churches, in which numerous and precious libraries were kept, with their 
books (Conner 1993:21). 
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Whatever the reason for the attack was, this episode demonstrated that there were 
those willing to turn their backs on their own countrymen, however, they probably 
faced the same fate. 
 

 
 

The Exeter Book 
 

Exeter is well known for the volume of manuscripts that have survived from the late 
Early Medieval period. One person in particular who was responsible for the large 
number being produced at the time was Bishop Leofric during the period 1052 – 
1072. The bishop re-founded the cathedral at Exeter in 1050 and many old 
manuscripts were copied by his scribes, yet the interesting fact is, they were copied 
in Old English, when Latin was the preferred language at the time, ‘It is only at 
Exeter, and only under Leofric, that Old English in any discernible quantity was 
produced when compared with other secular dioceses’ (Treharne 2003:169). This 
interesting fact points to the possibility that the communities under the Bishopric of 
Leofric still practised their old ways, and therefore, the manuscripts being produced 
in Old English were a means of communicating to the inhabitants in a language they 
understood. 
 
The Danes attacked again in the year 1008, took the town and practically destroyed 
it. It was during this attack that a good number of valuable manuscripts were 
destroyed, (Lysons & Lysons 1822:vii), however, an equally large number were 
saved, showing the importance of these works to the monks, and also to the 
inhabitants. In 1050 Exeter was given the honour of having the Bishopric transferred 
to the town, from nearby Crediton, with one of the main reasons given as being 
‘influenced by Exeter’s situation and the fact that it was a defended site’ (Shorter 
1954:253). Exeter has produced the largest number of surviving Early Medieval 
manuscripts than anywhere else in Britain, showing not only its importance as a 
place of trade, but also of religion. 
 
The Normans invaded in 1066 and William I attacked Exeter in 1068. The rest, as 
they say, is history! 
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Exeter’s location has ensured its trading, religious and cultural importance over the 
centuries, and even today, it plays an important role in the region. Despite being 
under constant attack from both land and sea, the residents hung on to their town 
thus ensuring its prosperity and growth. The town’s motto is Semper Fidelis, Always 
Faithful, and I think the town has proved this over its long and eventful past. Long 
may it prosper into the future! 
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Minster Abbey, Thanet. 

  
‘Sigaburga .... In her time the Danes began their depredations in Thanet, and 

frequently plundered the nuns, and wasted their possessions. This conduct was 
occasionally continued during two centuries; but at length they entirely destroyed the 

monastery with fire, together with all the nuns, the clergy, and many of the people, 
who had fled hither for sanctuary’ 

 (Brayley & Britton 1808: 988). 
 
 

Minster-in-Thanet is a small village which lies at the south-western edge of the Isle of 
Thanet, in Kent. This quiet country spot has seen some of the worst attacks on 
English soil through the ages, and its history is stained with the blood of many 
innocent people.  
 
The Isle of Thanet used to be detached from Kent by the Wantsume Channel, a 
watercourse which stretched from Reculver in the north, to Ebbs Fleet at the 
southern end. During the Early Medieval period the Wantsume was approximately 
two miles wide and would be crossed with the use of small craft. The waterway was 
used as a short cut through to the Thames and London, as well as giving access by 
sea to Canterbury. 

 
Map of Wantsume Channel after Wansum Churches 

©Sue T Carter 2016    
 

The Isle of Thanet has a history stretching back to prehistoric times, with ‘white flint, 
shaped and cut in the form of a broad chisel’ (Hasted 1800:299) being uncovered, as 
well as a ‘Bronze Age looped and socketed axe’ (Boast 2010:n.p.). Archaeological 
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finds such as these assist us in understanding the settlement of a site and area, and 
here, in Thanet, gives evidence of early settlement. 
 
Numerous Roman, Iron Age and pre-conquest coins have been uncovered and 
include a total of 56 Iron Age coins were found just east of Sandwich, and a further 
43 located at Ebbs Fleet. The Ebbs Fleet collection is recorded as being ‘the highest 
percentage of Kentish Primary potins for any site in Kent’ (Holman 2005:17) perhaps 
demonstrating the importance of the area during the Iron Age period as ‘this very 
location would have made it a major strategic hub for the exchange of ideas and 
goods with continental Europe’ (Holman 2005:43); there also remains evidence of a 
possible Iron Age settlement north of the Abbey (Boast 2002:2). The Romans utilised 
area with Richborough sitting at the southern edge of the Wantsume Channel and 
Reculver at the northern end. 
 
North of the Abbey site the remains of a Roman villa have been uncovered ‘dating 
from the first and second centuries with later alterations and robbing of building 
materials in the third and fourth centuries’ (Ransom 2005:n.p.). Roman coins have 
been found in the area and include those of Lucius Aurelius Verus (AD 1261-169) 
(Hunter 1796:78), Domitian (AD 81-96) and the Emperor Constantine (AD 324-337) 
(Brayley 1817:20).  
 
The Saxon mercenaries Hengist and Horsa landed at Ebbs Fleet around AD 449 at 
the request of King Vortigern, to assist him in fighting the Picts and Scots (Hasted 
1801:230). For their troubles, Hengist and Horsa were granted the Isle of Thanet 
where they set about instigating their own laws. Their legacy lives on – Thanet has a 
unique law, not known or practised anywhere else in Britain, that of the law of 
Intestacy  
 

The custom of gavelkind. The right of a widow or widower, the freedom of 
escheat for felony and the infants right to ‘aliene by feoffment’ at the age of 
fifteen years (Shore 1906:182).  

 
Thanet is also associated with the spread of Christianity as it is believed that St. 
Augustine first set foot on British soil here, in AD 596, when Pope Gregory sent him 
to England to convert the island to Christianity (Brayley 1817:15), the site is now 
marked by a Cross. 

 
St Augustine’s Cross 

©Nilfanion 
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Minster Abbey had unusual beginnings, passed down the ages through legend and 
oral history told by past monks, (Spelman & Stomford 1853:164) who state that the 
Abbey was built upon lands which were acquired by Domneva, a princess from Kent, 
in retribution for the murder of her two brothers, under the care and protection of 
their father’s friend, following the King’s death. Domneva was granted as much land, 
in Thanet that her tame deer could ‘run over in one course’ (Timbs 1870:283). The 
deer managed to ‘run from Westgate to the opposite shore, was 48 plough lands, in 
length and breadth’ (Seymour 1783:576), and it was on the southern aspect of the 
island that Domneva chose to build an Abbey which she then dedicated to the Virgin 
Mary.  
 
Domneva was the daughter of Ermenred, King of Kent, and had married Merwood, 
‘the son of Penda, King of Mercia’ (Timbs 1870:282), making her a very powerful 
woman in her own right. Marrying into the mighty Mercian kingdom she thus bought 
more land and authority by owning Thanet, the quickest and easiest route across the 
channel to London, avoiding the Goodwin Sands. Grants of land through charters 
meant that the Mercian kings could ‘insert their own men within, and assert their own 
authority over, the kingdoms that bordered their own’ (Oosthuizen 2007:165), 
therefore controlling more land in the kingdoms of others. 
 
Women setting up monastic communities was not unusual in the early medieval 
period. Just under ‘300 foundations were established for women’ (Schulenburg 1989: 
265) for the period AD 500 – 1099, and although there is a lack of information 
surrounding this period, the number may be greater. The social status of these 
women showed them to be of wealth and means; some were childless and had no 
one to pass their wealth onto, others were married or widowed, yet all made 
agreements with the church  for ‘the promise  of relief for the soul’ (Crick 1999:401), 
whether for themselves, or other family members. The church knew the importance 
of recruiting the labour and means from women of wealth for they were viewed as 
‘domestic proselytizers (in the conversion of their families to Christianity)’ 
(Schulenburg 1989:270).  
 
Young girls were often sent to France for their education in monastic life, as was the 
case with St. Mildred, Domniva’s daughter. St. Mildred took over the Abbey when 
Domniva passed away, c. 690, and it has been shown that 
 

As part of the general strategy to maintain control over their proprietary 
foundations, the founders installed family members as abbesses, guardians or 
advocates of the monasteries and required that in the future these positions 
be held by their heirs (Schulenburg 1989:272). 

 
This would ensure that the lands and property remained in the family of those who 
had founded it – or so they thought at the time. History, however, had other plans for 
Minster, and they were none too pleasant. Scant records remain of this period, 
except for the writing of some monks, including the Venerable Bede.   
 
What we do know about Minster is that it was completed in around AD 680 and 
‘consecrated by Archbishop Theodore, in the honour of the Virgin Mary.... endowed it 
for seventy nuns with the lands granted for the purpose’ (Timbs 1870:283). When 
Domneva passed away, c.AD 690 (Minster Abbey 2007:n.p.) the abbey passed to 
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one of her daughters, Mildred. Mildred had been in France learning about Christian 
life, and upon her return, she stepped onto a rock at Ebbs Fleet, since known as St. 
Mildred’s rock, which legend states bears the imprint of her foot (Brayley 1817:15). 
 
Daughters’ following mothers into Abbess roles was common in Early Medieval 
England. This enabled descendants to hold onto family lands and property. Far from 
being viewed as a dangerous occupation in times when raids from the continent 
were increasing, a woman’s position within a monastery or abbey was a way of 
demonstrating her strength. 
 

 

  
 

St. Mildred 
   

Juliana is an old legend based upon an Anglo-Saxon poem believed to have been 
written to inspire Anglo-Saxon women to devote their lives to Christ (Horner 1994: 
659). Juliana is betrothed to a man but decides instead to give herself to Christ, 
much to the anger of her father and man she was supposed to marry. Eventually she 
is ‘repeatedly tortured, imprisoned and finally beheaded. Juliana survives the torture 
miraculously unharmed but ultimately chooses death over losing her virginity’ 
(Horner 1994:659). The legend gave strength to women to protect themselves 
against the desires of others, to lead a Christian life, and to devote themselves to 
God,  
 

It functions at once on a physical, spatial level and on a spiritual one: the 
woman is closed off, enclosed; she must maintain her body as an 
impenetrable fortress against evil intrusions (Horner 1994:660). 

 
With the positioning of Minster-in-Thanet, a legend like Juliana would be viewed as 
an inspiration for the nuns. The Abbey ‘was first raided in the mid-eighth century’ 
(Horner 1994:670), and later in the ninth century.  
 
Edburga was the Abbess during the eighth century, she was the daughter of King 
Ethelbert of Kent. With the Abbey having expanded due to the miraculous work of St. 
Mildred, Edburga built a ‘new, larger, and statelier temple with convenient offices and 
dwellings’ (Timbs 1870:284). Archbishop Cuthbert consecrated the new church 
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which was dedicated to St. Peter and St. Paul around AD 750. The building was in 
the usual cruciform shape, with a square tower situated at the west end measuring 
20ft, and standing 50ft high. Roman tiles were used in the building, showing that 
some Roman structures must have remained in the area (Bubb 1862:82). The body 
of St. Mildred was relocated here, possibly as a means to secure pilgrimage to the 
new site, as was common then. 
 
Silethrida, the next Abbess was to see much destruction during her time, ‘there can 
be no question that monastic life in England was seriously disrupted during the 
eighth and ninth centuries’ (Fleming 1985:247). The situation and topography of 
Minster made it an easy target for the bloodthirsty Vikings, and the nuns were easy 
prey. 
  

 
 

Viking Boat, Isle of Thanet 
© Ron Strutt 

  

They continued their ravages throughout this island almost every year; hence 
by degrees, this monastery fell into decay, and the nuns decreased in 
number, being vexed with grief and worn down with poverty, by the continued 
insults of these merciless pirates (Hasted 1800;n.p.). 

 
Remembering the story of Juliana, many nuns may have stayed to show their 
strength, solidarity and above all, their faith that they would be safe; yet their prayers 
went unanswered. Not happy with the constant assaults upon the island, the Vikings 
eventually, in AD 978 or 988, totally destroyed the site. Writers may dispute the year 
but the results were devastating for the nuns and those they sought to protect. 
 

[They] Destroyed this monastery by fire.... which the clergy and many of the 
people were shut up, having fled there for sanctuary.... together with the nuns 
all burnt to death (Hasted 1801:272).  
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There are scant references applying to Minster Abbey itself, but the destruction 
wrought on other similar sites paints a story of blood, rape, murder and pillage, ‘no 
direct evidence attests to the destruction of vulnerable coastal monasteries such as 
Dover and Minster-in-Thanet, both disappear from the records....’ (Fleming 1985: 
249).  
 
The remnants of the monastery may have attracted a few survivors for in 1009 the 
Viking Turkill landed in Thanet, followed by a large number of his fellow countrymen, 
who then headed inland. In ‘1011 the Danes returned; this time they took the abbess 
hostage, after which the community disappeared’ (Schulenburg 1989:276).  
 
The Abbey grounds, and the land held by the nuns, then fell to the king, Ethelred II. 
After a short period of abdication in favour of King Sweyn between 1013 and 1014, 
he held the lands and there is no known recorded mention of them during this time. 
Cnute came to the English throne in 1016 (Weir 1996:22, 29) and granted ‘the body 
of St. Mildred, with all the possessions of the monastery she had founded’ (Seymour 
1783:579) to Abbot Elstan of St. Augustine’s Abbey at Canterbury. The monks who 
had gone to collect the remains were so fearful of retribution from the people of 
Thanet that they went under cover of night, broke open the tomb, bundled all the 
relics in a sack and escaped as quick as they could back to Canterbury. The people 
of Thanet realised what had happened and tried to pursue them, but could get no 
further than the Wantsume Channel, for the monks had taken the only available boat 
to cross the water (Timbs 1870:284-285). 

 

 
 

King Cnut from a 13th century Illustrated Manuscript 
(Public Domain) 

  
The Domesday Book entry from 1086 shows that the Island of Thanet was still in 
possession of St. Augustine’s Abbey, with the Minster Abbey lands being held by 
monks, ‘The church of St. Peter and St. Paul was rebuilt, as was the old church of 
St. Mary the Virgin which now served as the Parish Church’ (Minster Abbey 2007: 
n.p.). The tenth and eleventh centuries saw large changes in the face of Christianity 
throughout Britain. The constant raids on British shores left Abbeys and convents run 
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by women mostly abandoned, or set up within town banks and ditches, for security, 
and they were ‘generally founded as ‘secondary foundations’ or priories, rather than 
as independent’ (Schulenburg 1989:270). Abbeys and nunneries also changed their 
role to suit the times with many seen as places where wealthy woman, widows and 
those in need of shelter from unwanted marriage partners, could find solace, live out 
their days, or donate their wealth in order to have their souls looked after through 
‘perpetual prayers’ (Schulenburg 1989:272). In order to survive, and grow, the 
Church made moves to ensure that monasteries and Abbeys were the chief seats of 
males, with females being pushed further into the background with ‘clear priorities 
and direction of the reformers in their reestablishment of monastic life. Providing new 
opportunities for women was no longer a primary concern’ and many families now 
viewed women in a different role, being ‘more valuable for political purposes, 
territorial consolidation, and marriage alliances’ (Schulenburg 1989:281).  
 
In 1104 Henry I granted an annual market to the Abbey, ‘with all customs, forfeitures, 
and pleas’ (Hasted 1801:273) and in 1124 the sacristie of the church at Minster was 
assigned to St. Augustine’s Abbey, under Abbott Hugo II by William Corbeil, 
Archbishop of Canterbury (Seymour 1783:579). 
 
The year 1215 saw the Barons revolting against King John. It was a turbulent time, 
and is now more commonly known as the first Baron’s War; and Minster played its 
part in the events. Having signed a document, the precursor to the Magna Carta at 
Runnymeade in July, both sides remained armed and the Church also had its say, 
‘the papacy had excommunicated thirty of the rebellious barons’ (Daniell 2003:51) 
believing the document to be illegal as it was signed under duress. 
 

 
 

The Magna Carta 
   

The war flared up again and the Barons invited Louis, the Dauphin from France, 
future King Louis VIII, to assist them (Daniell 2003:51). The Dauphin landed at 
Minster, rested his army, and then made his way to Sandwich, where he met with the 
Barons (Brayley 1817:16). Once again, Minster played a role in the events that 
shaped British history. 
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Free warren was granted to Minster Abbey by Henry III in 1270, exempting the 
monks from killing game within the area, and this was then confirmed by Edward II in 
1313. In 1310  
 

Thomas Fyndon, Abbot of St. Augustine’s made, of his own authority, a 
particular deanery of the churches of Minster, St. John, St. Peter, St. 
Lawrence, Stonar, Chislet, Swale Cliff, and Westbeare, of which the monks 
were patrons, and ordered that, for the future, it should be called the deanery 
of Minster (Seymour 1783:582). 
 

The above demonstrates the extent in which monks then acted to secure places and 
property to add to those they already had, thus making their Abbeys more 
prosperous, and therefore, able to attract more pilgrims, resulting in larger incomes. 
 
Edward III granted Minster Abbey free from Homage in 1333 and in 1363 confirmed 
all past grants, charters and gifts (Hasted 1801:274); they also had a weekly market, 
frank pledge and were entitled to salvage and to recover  ‘wreck of the sea’ (Hasted 
1800:n.p.); thus giving even more power to the already mighty St. Augustin’s Abbey. 
However, not everyone was happy with the way events were being conducted. 
 
Around 1441 the Abbot and monks of Minster Abbey found themselves on the wrong 
side of their tenants through distress. So the tenants took up arms against them,  
 

For the space of five weeks, having got them the greater number of people, 
who coming armed with bows and arrows, swords and staves, to the court of 
this manor and that of Salmanstone, belonging likewise to the abbot, laid 
siege to them, and after several attacks set fire to the gates of them.... setting 
fire to the houses destroyed the abbot’s ploughs and husbandry utensils, 
which were in the fields; and cut down and carried away the trees on both 
these manors (Hasted 1800:274). 
 

The abbot did not take the matter up with the king as he had been guilty of abuse to 
his tenants, but he did have the ringleader fined six hundred pounds and locked in 
Canterbury jail until it was paid. From that point onwards the tenants had to ‘pay 
compositions for every acre of the land called Cornegavel and Pennygavel land’ 
(Hasted 1800:275). 
 
At the Dissolution of the Monasteries, Minster Manor went to the Crown and stayed 
with them until c.1612 when James I granted it to Sir Philip Cary, William Pitt Esq., 
and John Williams (Minster Abbey 2007:n.p.). After this it passed through marriage 
to Colonel Conyngham. In 1668 John Williams died and was buried in the Temple 
Church, London. 
 
Part of the estate included a large tithe barn measuring 352ft long by 47 ft wide and 
the walls standing to 12ft high, with the ‘roof made of chestnut’ (Hasted 1800:n.p.) 
which mostly burnt down in 1700.  A new house had been built on the site and was 
called Minster Court. The remains of the chapel built by St. Eadburgha lay to the 
south of the house and human remains have been uncovered there in past 
centuries. 
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In 1937 the remains of the Abbey were purchased by the Benedictine Nuns from St. 
Walburga’s Abbey, Bavaria, who converted it back into a monastic house (Minster 
Abbey 2007:n.p.). The nuns were determined to restore the Abbey to its original 
purpose and in 1953 a relic of St. Mildred was returned. In 1970 the Abbey saw the 
1300th anniversary of its foundation. 
 
Having seen so much destruction in its past, the future was no safe guard to protect 
it from tragedy and in 1987 two events gave the inhabitants a taste of what their 
predecessors had faced. The chapel was mostly destroyed by a fire and a bad 
hurricane ripped through the village – both having heartbreaking effects upon the 
occupants. However, like their predecessors, the nuns recovered from these events 
and between 1989 and 1993 a new chapel was built, and in 1996 the site became 
independent. 
 

 
 

Minster Court/Abbey 
  

Excavations were carried out on the site in 1929/1930 (Knowles & Hadcock 1953: 
275) and the remains of ‘a demolished Norman church which formed the southern 
range of the main courtyard’ were uncovered. The Abbey buildings are Listed Grade 
I with the remains of standing portions dating to the eleventh and twelfth centuries. 
Some alterations were had been undertaken in 1413, and the seventeenth and 
twentieth century’s (Pastscape 2013:n.p.), which can be seen in the fabric of the 
building. 
 
Archaeological evidence from the site gives us an added window into the past, albeit 
a very small one, but one which we can learn from and add to its history. A drainage 
ditch was uncovered in 2002 when a request was submitted for an extension to the 
gatehouse. This was given an approximate date of the thirteenth century (Boast 
2002:5). With the site being located on what would then have started to become 
more a marshy area rather than the channel it was once known as, drainage ditches 
would have been a necessity.  
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During a 2010 Archaeological Watching Brief at the site ‘the right angled remnant of 
wall foundations of rammed chalk’ was uncovered (Boast 2010:n.p.)  made from 
local materials. The find was unique in that no remains were expected to be at the 
location, and also they were in a different orientation to those of the other buildings 
of the site. This opens up more questions relating to the history of the Abbey and 
what the function of the building may have been, especially due to its orientation. 
  
It is clear that St. Mildred’s Abbey is a site that has more history to it than is known 
and understood. Archaeological investigations at the site have provided more 
questions which can only be answered through more excavations and research into 
the finds and results. The site is a unique place, where saints have lived, loved and 
died – and a large number murdered. Anyone who calls Minster a sleepy little village 
is unaware of its turbulent past and the characters that make it one of the most 
intriguing places in east Kent. 
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Dunster Castle During the Civil War 1642-

1651 

 
‘Bold, rising on an insulated height, 

With deep encircling woods, all verdant crown’d, 
Thy Castle, Dunster! Proudly meets my sight; 

Though loftier mountains grandly girt thee round: 
And thou hast heard, in stormier times, the sound 

Of war’s hoarse trumpet, and the cannon’s roar,:.’ 
(John Draper, 1867 – Somerset – With the Severn Sea) 

 
 
The English Civil War was one of those periods in history which is best known for the 
people who instigated it and the destruction their actions wrought throughout the 
country. Spanning the years 1642 to 1651 battles raged throughout Britain between 
the Royalists and Parliamentarians, also known as the Cavaliers and Roundheads, 
in what proved to be one of the bloodiest episodes in England’s past. Dunster 
Castle, in Somerset, is an interesting place holding hundreds of years of history, 
mystery and intrigue and not surprisingly was caught up in this bloody period of 
British history. 
 

In late 1642 the Marques of Hartford arrived in Somerset to gather support for the 

king, Charles I, however, he found that most areas supported Oliver Cromwell’s 

Parliamentarians. William Russell, 1st Duke of Bedford, and his forces who 

supported Parliament, ordered Thomas Luttrell to strengthen Dunster Castle, in the 

village of Dunster, and he did so by increasing his garrison to around 100. Luttrell 

supported the Parliamentarian cause and was ready to face any opposition from the 

Royalist Marques of Hartford, who had set himself and his forces up at Minehead by 

fortifying a local Inn. Sixty Royalist troops were sent to the castle and demanded to 

be let in. They were refused entry and, under the orders of Mrs Luttrell, the castle’s 

garrison fired upon the Royalist troops, who beat a hasty retreat and headed across 

from Minehead to Wales (pers. comm. ‘Mudge’ Carter:1991). 

 

The Duke of Bedford stayed at the castle for a while and a few months later in 

January 1643 some Welsh Royalists blockaded Minehead harbour and tried to storm 

the castle but were unsuccessful. Later in the year, on the 7th June, Lord Hartford 

returned to the castle with Prince Maurice, after taking Taunton and Bridgwater, and 

Thomas Luttrell surrendered. He then changed to the Royalist cause and 

unfortunately died in February 1644 (pers. comm. ‘Mudge’ Carter: 1991). 
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With the Civil War continuing at an aggressive pace the safety of Prince Charles was 

given due consideration, 

 

Sir Ralph Hopton was to take command of the remainder of the western army, 

and Prince Charles was to be kept safe at Dunster Castle on the Somerset 

coast. For various reasons, none of these commands from the king were 

obeyed. In the case of the Prince of Wales, the continuing presence of the 

plague at various locations, including Dunster Castle, outweighed any order 

from his father in determining where he stayed (Mamegalos 2007:261-262). 

 

 

 
Sir Ralph Hopton 

  

The plague was having an effect upon the Civil War and the availability of men for 

both sides as well as trying to keep it from affecting serving soldiers. A description of 

the plague at Dunster Castle, in 1645, is given in an account of the physician, 

Sydenham’s, career, 

 

In proof of the benefit of bleeding, he mentions an occurrence, related to him 

by the Hon. Francis Windham, governor of Dunster Castle in Somerset, 

during the Civil Wars. It happened that, at that calamities period, the plague 

also raged in many parts of England, and it chanced to be brought from 

another place to Dunster, where some of the soldiers dying suddenly with an 

eruption of spots, it seized many others. Among the troops was a surgeon, 

who had been a great traveller, but who was at that time serving as a 

common soldier, and who humbly entreated the governor of the castle to 

permit him to do all he could for the relief of his fellow soldiers, afflicted with 

this dreadful disease; leave being obtained, he took away a vast quantity of 

blood from every sick person on the first attack of the disease, before there 

was any sign of swelling; he bled them till they were ready to drop down, for 

he bled them all standing, and in the open air; nor had he any vessel in which 

to measure the blood; afterwards he ordered them to lie in their tents, and 

though he gave no medicine at all after the bleeding, yet, of the many whom 

he had thus treated, not one died (McMichael 1830:104). 
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In May, 1645, Charles I sent his son, the 15 year old Prince of Wales, to Somerset to 

gain support for his cause. His headquarters were to be at Dunster, where he stayed 

for two weeks with Francis Wyndham, the governor (Murray 1856: Lewis 1861). The 

Prince’s stay was in the same year that the plague was in Dunster but the records do 

not show whether it was before or after the event referenced above. Whilst at the 

castle, the young prince was presented a petition from the Club Men (Fanshaw 

1676:359). What the petition was about is not recorded, but it shows that the young 

Prince was undertaking official duties at the tender age of fifteen.  

 

In October, 1645, the Parliamentarian Col. Robert Blake was sent to take the castle 

from Francis Wyndham, who was holding it for the king, 

 

Col. Robert Blake appeared before Dunster with a siege train. He quickly took 

the town and shut the Royalists up in the castle. He summoned Wyndham to 

surrender, whereupon the Colonal refused. Blake prepared for a siege and 

placed his guns in the town below. He bombarded the little fortress with little 

apparent impact (Manganiello 2004:174). 

 

 
 

Dunster Castle 
  

Studying the above image it can be seen that Blake’s guns would have had little 

effect upon the castle. The town lies to the right of the picture with Grabbist Hill in the 

background. Blake could not have attacked from the other side of the castle for this 

is where the mill and Deer Park lie; therefore it would have been harder due to the 

height of the hill, 

 

Built on the crest of a hill, of very difficult assent for troops, and defended by a 

body of men resolute in their attachment to the Royal cause, it had hitherto 

resisted every attack, and was generally thought impregnable to the military 

science of that day (Hepworth Dixon 1852:109). 



©STC Archaeology 2017. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED Page 71 

 

Blake was not a man to walk away and used every trick in the book to secure the 

castle for Parliament. Jeffries (1823) tells us 

 

The besiegers sent the following message to the Governor, in the hopes of 

inducing the Royalists to deliver up the castle. ‘If you will yet deliver up the 

castle, you shall have fair quarter; if not, expect no mercy, your mother shall 

be in the front to receive the first fury of your cannon: We expect your answer’ 

(Jeffries 1823:494). 

 

With the prospect of having his mother blown up, Windham must have given serious 

thought to his response. But is this what the Parliamentarians expected? We do not 

know of Windham’s relationship with his mother – did they get along? Were they 

close? His answer may give us clues, but it may also have been to bluff the 

Parliamentarians, 

 

The Governor returned the following answer, which is worthy of a Briton, ‘If 

you doe what you threaten, you doe the most barbaric and villainous act was 

ever done; my mother I honour; but the cause I fight for, and the masters I 

serve, God and the King, I honour more; mother doe you forgive me, and give 

me your blessing, and let the rebels answer for spilling that blood of yours, 

which I would save with the loss of mine own, if I had enough for both my 

master and your selfe’. The mother replies, ‘Sonne, I forgive thee, and pray 

God blesse thee for this brave resolution. If I live I shall love thee the better for 

it – God’s will be done’.(Jeffries 1823: 494). 

 

Blake was getting impatient and decided to mine the castle. His actions were 

successful and some of his men managed to breach the walls, however they could 

not gain ground on the actual castle. That evening the English flag still flew from the 

tower (Hepworth Dixon 1852:109). 

 

Wyndham held out for another five months and in April 1646 surrendered the castle, 

‘the Castle was delivered up on the 22nd of April’ (Maxwell Lyte 1909:194). This had 

been Blake’s last military action of the Civil War (Campbell 1818:106). A 

Parliamentarian garrison was then placed in the castle once more. 

 

In 1646 an order had been issued for the castle to be demolished. Those asked to 

carry out the task were local Somerset people, who knew the castle and Luttrell 

family well, 

 

Though Dunster did not belong to a ‘malignant’ it was put into the general list 

of fortresses to be ‘slighted’ but the order was carried out without little zeal. 

No doubt in consideration of its owner (Orman 1926:64). 

 

The castle had taken some battering from Blake’s siege and the rest of its 

fortifications were to be demolished. Much of its earlier character was lost at this 

point, and in 1650 the demolition orders were eventually carried out,  
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The chapel of St. Stephen and other ancient buildings on the summit of the 

Tor were then totally demolished, while the Lower Ward was laid open by 

pulling down at least two towers and all the curtain wall on the western side 

(Maxwell Lyte 1909:367). 

  
The house, which had been constructed in 1617 by William Arnold, when Sir George 
Luttrell was the owner, was untouched and left standing, possibly through respect to 
the owners. 
 
In 1650 William Prynne, lawyer, author and a Puritan, was held in Dunster Castle as 

a prisoner for ‘defying Cromwell’s authority and refusing payment of taxes’ (Jeffries 

1808:874). His stay was a comfortable one and was more like a house-arrest than 

confinement in a cell, 

 

He was well treated by the Luttrell of the time.... and the enthusiastic legal 

antiquary hardly perhaps felt the weariness of a prisoner when given free 

access to the Muniment room. His gratitude to his custodian is shown by a 

careful catalogue of the very large collection of early deeds and rolls then and 

still preserved there (Royal Commission 1870:56) 

 

Prynne noted that the ‘destruction of ‘a fair new building’ which has not been located’ 

(Maxwell Lyte 1909:367), could not have been the building that now stands as 

Dunster Castle, but another, and this has not been located to date. What was this 

building and its use? If it was a fair new building then it sounds as though it may 

have been part of the house that remained, maybe a wing or extra accommodation – 

we may never know. 

   

The castle saw some colourful activity during the Civil War and it is not surprising 

that evidence of it can be seen today. Looking more like a stately home than 

buildings of defence, one reminder is the room called King Charles’s Room, ‘but 

probably with greater propriety and strictness  might be called Prince Charles’s 

Room’ (Byam 1864:206).  

 

Dunster Castle lost its most valuable and oldest buildings at this period in time. 

Archaeology may be able to find their location, but gardens and trees have been 

planted on and around the Tor, which would render this a hard task.  

 

History shows that Cromwell won some battles but he never truly won the war with 

the Restoration of the House of Stuart, under Charles II, in 1660 seeing an end to 

Cromwell’s plans. 

 

With the current Government making so many cuts and changes to legislation, let us 

all hope that the historical places, which our country’s history is built upon, and that 

brings millions of pounds into local areas each year, are not destroyed through 

neglect and lack of care when left to decay. 
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The sake of a few ‘high-flyers’ keeping their multi-million pound pay packets and 

damn everyone and everything else. All through the hands of another Parliament. 

Obviously some have not learned from the mistakes of the past – will they ever?   

 

Parliaments are voted in for the people, by the people. It is such a shame that they 

do not listen to the people. Maybe another historical event will soon be enacted – 

that of the Peasants Revolt. You push too hard the people will push back. 

 

 

 
 

Dunster Castle 
©Susan Carter 2011 
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ConclusionConclusionConclusionConclusion    

 
I hope you have enjoyed your voyage through some of England’s amazing sites and 
learnt a bit more about their unique pasts and the people that once inhabited them. 
My favourite is West Derby Castle in Liverpool – she hides her history well!  
 
So why are history and archaeology important? A question that appears to be asked 
more nowadays than at any other time in the pastO. 
 
In today’s ever shrinking global economy more emphasis, than ever before, seems 
to be making money, getter ahead, to be better off than our parents and having a 
great nest egg for our retirement; but at what cost? 
 
Nimrod and Palmyra, the oldest cities in the world, have largely been destroyed – 
blown up – as religions come into conflict. Heritage does not belong to one race or 
one group of people, or even, for that matter, to one country. It is global. We all come 
from its roots – our migration out of Africa in order to populate the globe. 
 
History and archaeology – the study of the human past – allows us to look at, and 
understand, what has come before us that makes us who we are today; the past 
events, interactions between cultures, languages, traditions and legacies. We are 
living history – our lives matter, each and every one of us is rooted in our past, living 
in the present and affecting the very future of our fragile planet. 
 
If we do not know where we come from, understand why we act the way we do, and 
learn from the lessons of the past, how can we move forward into a better, more 
peaceful and prosperous world where everyone can feel safe, included in the global 
family, and safeguard our planet for future generations? 
 
I see archaeology and history as being vehicles that inspire us to take action, to help 
us be better people and to foster an understanding of cross-cultural awareness. 
Understanding specific sites and how they interacted with their environment and 
within the context of their current country borders, enables us to understand each 
other, respect each other and know that all any of us really want is to belong, be part 
of something bigger and to reach out and embrace our fellow human beings. 
 
We are all in this together, whether we understand it or not. Uncovering the past 
personalities that once inhabited the remarkable sites written about in this book, 
brings the past alive – it is no different than today – people lived, loved, laughed, had 
goals, ambitions, dreams. No different than you and I today. 
 
We must safeguard the planets fragile heritage sites. A country without a past is a 
country without a soulOO.. 
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